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Se Judicial District - Teton County 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2009-0000068 Current Judge: Gregory W Moeller 
Frontier Development Group, LLC vs. Louis Caravella, etal. 
User: PHYLLIS 
Frontier Development Group, LLC vs. Louis Caravella, Patricia Caravella 
Date Code User Judge 
212012009 NCOC PHYLLIS New Case Filed - Other Claims Jon J Shindurling 
PHYLLIS Filing: A- Civil Complaint for more than $1,000.00 Jon J Shindurling 
Paid by: Swafford Law Office Receipt number: 
0039511 Dated: 2/21/2009 Amount: $88.00 
(Check) For: Frontier Development Group, LLC 
(plaintiff) 
ATRE PHYLLIS Plaintiff: Frontier Development Group, LLC Jon J Shindurling 
Attorney Retained Larren K Covert 
SMIS PHYLLIS Summons Issued Jon J Shindurling 
3/11/2009 AFFD GABBY Affidavit Of Service Jon J Shindurling 
AFFD GABBY Affidavit Of Service Jon J Shindurling 
4/6/2009 PHYLLIS Filing: 17 - All Other Cases Paid by: Hahn Law Jon J Shindurling 
Offices Receipt number: 0039974 Dated: 
4/7/2009 Amount: $58.00 (Check) For: Caravella, 
Louis (defendant) 
ANSW PHYLLIS Answer and Counterclaim Jon J Shindurling 
41712009 SMIS PHYLLIS Summons Issued Jon J Shindurling 
4/9/2009 ATRE PHYLLIS Defendant: Caravella, Louis Attorney Retained Gregory W Moeller 
Frederick J Hahn Ill 
412012009 NOTC GABBY Notice Of Deposition Duces Tecum/Louis Jon J Shindurling 
Caravella 
NOTC GABBY Notice Of Deposition Duces Tecum/Patricia Jon J Shindurling 
Caravella 
5/18/2009 MISC GABBY Acknowledgment And Acceptance Of Service Jon J Shindurling 
NOTC GABBY Notice Of Service Jon J Shindurling 
512012009 MISC GABBY Acknowledgment And Acceptance Of Service Jon J Shindurling 
ANSW GABBY Answer To Counterclaim Jon J Shindurling 
6/11/2009 DSAD PHYLLIS Disqualification of Judge - Administrative (batch 
process) 
ORDR AGREEN Administrative Order Gregory W Moeller 
6/15/2009 NOTC PHYLLIS Notice of Change of Address Gregory W Moeller 
6/23/2009 MOTN GABBY Motion For extension Of Time For Remittance Of Gregory W Moeller 
Discovery Responses 
HRSC GABBY Hearing Scheduled (Pull case for Review Gregory W Moeller 
0710712009 09:00 AM) 
71712009 REVW PHYLLIS Hearing result for Pull case for Review held on Gregory W Moeller 
0710712009 09:00 AM: Case Reviewed Will not 
sign unless set for hearing or other side stipulates 
71912009 ATRE PHYLLIS Defendant: Caravella, Patricia Attorney Retained Gregory W Moeller 
Frederick J Hahn Ill 
7/21/2009 MOTN GABBY Motion To Appear Telephonically At Hearing Gregory W Moeller 
HRSC GABBY Hearing Scheduled (Pull case for Review Gregory W Moeller 
0810412009 09:00 AM) 
Date: 2/13/2013 
Time: 03:23 PM 
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Se h Judicial District - Teton County 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2009-0000068 Current Judge: Gregory W Moeller 
Frontier Development Group, LLC vs. Louis Caravella, etal. 
User: PHYLLIS 
Frontier Development Group, LLC vs. Louis Caravella, Patricia Caravella 
Date 
7/30/2009 
8/17/2009 
8/18/2009 
812012009 
8/21/2009 
8/24/2009 
812612009 
8/28/2009 
Code 
HRRS 
HRVC 
MINE 
ORDR 
MINE 
MOTN 
NOTH 
HRSC 
MOTN 
AFFD 
NOTH 
MOTN 
MOTN 
AFFD 
MISC 
NOTH 
MISC 
MOTN 
MISC 
NOTS 
User 
PHYLLIS 
PHYLLIS 
PHYLLIS 
PHYLLIS 
PHYLLIS 
PHYLLIS 
PHYLLIS 
PHYLLIS 
PHYLLIS 
PHYLLIS 
PHYLLIS 
PHYLLIS 
GABBY 
GABBY 
GABBY 
GABBY 
GABBY 
PHYLLIS 
SHILL 
PHYLLIS 
PHYLLIS 
Judge 
Hearing Rescheduled (Motions 08/18/2009 Gregory W Moeller 
02:00 PM) 
Hearing result for Motions held on 08/18/2009 Gregory W Moeller 
02:00 PM: Hearing Vacated to Extend 
Discovery Deadlines PA never appeared 
Minute Entry Gregory W Moeller 
Hearing type: Motions 
Hearing date: 8/18/2009 
Time: 3:23 pm 
Courtroom: 
Court reporter: David Marlow 
Minutes Clerk: PHYLLIS HANSEN 
Tape Number: 
Order Granting Motion to Appear Telephonically Gregory W Moeller 
at Hearing 
Minute Entry Gregory W Moeller 
Motion to Appear Telephonically Gregory W Moeller 
Notice Of Hearing Gregory W Moeller 
Hearing Scheduled (Motions 09/01/2009 02:00 Gregory W Moeller 
PM) Motion for Extension of Time for Remittance 
of Discovery Requests 
Miscellaneous Payment: For Making Copy Of Any Gregory W Moeller 
File Or Record By The Clerk, Per Page Paid by: 
Ron Swafford Receipt number: 0041608 Dated: 
8/21/2009 Amount: $2.00 (Check) 
Motion to Consolidate 
Affidavit of Frederick J. Hahn Ill in Support of 
Motion to Consolidate 
Notice Of Hearing 
Motion To Compel Discovery 
Motion For Protective Order 
Affidavit Of Frederick J. Hahn, Ill 
Gregory W Moeller 
Gregory W Moeller 
Gregory W Moeller 
Gregory W Moeller 
Gregory W Moeller 
Gregory W Moeller 
Opposition To Motion For Extension Of Time; And Gregory W Moeller 
Memorandum Supporting Motion To Compel and 
Motion For Protective Order Or To Strike 
Deposition Notices 
Notice Of Hearing Gregory W Moeller 
Objection to Motion to Shorten Time 
Motion to Shorten Time 
Objection to Motion to Shorten Time 
Notice Of Service 
Gregory W Moeller 
Gregory W Moeller 
Gregory W Moeller 
Gregory W Moeller 
Date: 2/13/2013 Se Judicial District - Teton County User: PHYLLIS 
Time: 03:23 PM Rr'IA R<>r.nrt .,_.,,.,_,..... ........ ,\. 
Page 3of15 Case: CV-2009-0000068 Current Judge: Gregory W Moeller 
Frontier Development Group, LLC vs. Louis Caravella, etal. 
Frontier Development Group, LLC vs. Louis Caravella, Patricia Caravella 
Date Code User Judge 
9/1/2009 MINE PHYLLIS Minute Entry Gregory W Moeller 
Hearing type: Status Conference 
Hearing date: 9/1/2009 
Time: 2:34 pm 
Courtroom: 
Court reporter: David Marlow 
Minutes Clerk: PHYLLIS HANSEN 
Tape Number: 
Ron Swafford PA 
Fred Hahn DA 
ORDR PHYLLIS Order Granting Motion to Appear Telephonically Gregory W Moeller 
ORDR PHYLLIS Order Shortening Time Gregory W Moeller 
MOTN PHYLLIS Motion to Compel Gregory W Moeller 
AFFD PHYLLIS Affidavit in Support of Motion to Compel Gregory W Moeller 
DCHH PHYLLIS Hearing result for Motions held on 09/01/2009 Gregory W Moeller 
02:00 PM: District Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: David marlowe 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated at: less than 50 
HRSC PHYLLIS Hearing Scheduled (Pre-Trial Conference Gregory W Moeller 
02/16/2010 11 :00 AM) 
HRSC PHYLLIS Hearing Scheduled (Court Trial 03/03/2010 Gregory W Moeller 
09:00 AM) 
PHYLLIS Notice Of Trial Setting and Order Governing Gregory W Moeller 
Further Proceedings 
9/9/2009 AFFD PHYLLIS Affidavit of Frederick J Hahn Ill Gregory W Moeller 
912212009 NOTC GABBY Notice Of Service Gregory W Moeller 
12/1/2009 ORDR PHYLLIS Order Shortening Time Gregory W Moeller 
ORDR PHYLLIS Order Granting Extension of Time Gregory W Moeller 
ORDR PHYLLIS Order Granting Motions to Compel and for Gregory W Moeller 
protective Order 
ORDR PHYLLIS Order on Motion to Consolidate Gregory W Moeller 
AFFD PHYLLIS Affidavit of Frederick J. Hahn, Ill Gregory W Moeller 
12/31/2009 MISC PHYLLIS Plaintiffs Fact and Expert Witness Witness Gregory W Moeller 
Disclosure 
1/11/2010 MISC PHYLLIS Witness Disclosure Gregory W Moeller 
MISC PHYLLIS Plaintiffs Fact and Expert Witness Disclosure Gregory W Moeller 
2/3/2010 AFFD GABBY Affidavit Of Service Of Process Gregory W Moeller 
MOTN GABBY Motion To Vacate And Reset The Trial Gregory W Moeller 
AFFD GABBY Affidavit Of Frederick J Hahn, Ill Gregory W Moeller 
MEMO GABBY Memorandum In support Of The Motion To Gregory W Moeller 
Vacate And Reset The Trial 
NOTH GABBY Notice Of Hearing Gregory W Moeller 
Date: 2/13/2013 Se h Judicial District - Teton County User: PHYLLIS 
Time: 03:23 PM ROA Report 
Page 4of15 Case: CV-2009-0000068 Current Judge: Gregory W Moeller 
Frontier Development Group, LLC vs. Louis Caravella, etal. 
Frontier Development Group, LLC vs. Louis Caravella, Patricia Caravella 
Date Code User Judge 
2/3/2010 NOTC GABBY Notice Of Deposition Ducres Tecum Of Michael Gregory W Moeller 
Horn 
NOTC GABBY IRCO 30 (b)(6) Deposition Notice Duces Tecum Gregory W Moeller 
Of Frontier Development Group, LLC 
HRSC GABBY Hearing Scheduled (Motions 02/16/2010 01:30 Gregory W Moeller 
PM) 
HRVC PHYLLIS Hearing result for Pre-Trial Conference held on Gregory W Moeller 
02/16/2010 11 :00 AM: Hearing Vacated 
2/16/2010 NOTS PHYLLIS Notice Of Service Gregory W Moeller 
MINE PHYLLIS Minute Entry Gregory W Moeller 
Hearing type: Motions 
Hearing date: 2/16/2010 
Time: 2:53 pm 
Courtroom: 
Court reporter: David Marlow 
Minutes Clerk: PHYLLIS HANSEN 
Tape Number: 
Ron Swafford 
Fred Hahn 
CONT PHYLLIS Hearing result for Court Trial held on 03/03/2010 Gregory W Moeller 
09:00 AM: Continued 
2/18/2010 PHYLLIS Notice Of Trial Setting and Order Governing Gregory W Moeller 
Further Proceedings 
DCHH PHYLLIS Hearing result for Motions held on 02/16/2010 Gregory W Moeller 
01:30 PM: District Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: None 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated at: 1 O 
HRSC PHYLLIS Hearing Scheduled (Court Trial 06/30/2010 Gregory W Moeller 
09:00 AM) 
ORDR SHILL Order Referring Case to Mediation Gregory W Moeller 
2/23/2010 NOTC GABBY Notice Of Service Gregory W Moeller 
NOTC GABBY Notice Of Service Gregory W Moeller 
NOTS PHYLLIS Notice Of Service Gregory W Moeller 
2/26/2010 NOTC GABBY Notice Of Service Gregory W Moeller 
3/26/2010 MOTN PHYLLIS Motion in Limine Gregory W Moeller 
MEMO PHYLLIS Memorandum in Support of Motion in Limine Gregory W Moeller 
AFFD PHYLLIS Affidavit in Support of Motion in Limine Gregory W Moeller 
4/12/2010 NOTC GABBY IRCP 30(b)(6) Deposition Notice Duces Tecum Of Gregory W Moeller 
Frontier Development Group, LLC 
NOTC GABBY Notice Of Deposition Duces Tecum Of Michael Gregory W Moeller 
Horn 
4/14/2010 NOTC GABBY Notice Of Service Gregory W Moeller 
4/20/2010 MOTN GABBY Motion To Stay Discovery And Compel Mediation Gregory W Moeller 
::i.12112010 AFFD GABBY Affidavit In Support Of Motion To Compel Gregory W Moeller 
Date: 2/13/2013 h Judicial District - Teton County User: PHYLLIS 
Time: 03:23 PM ROA Report 
Page 5 of 15 Case: CV-2009-0000068 Current Judge: Gregory W Moeller 
Frontier Development Group, LLC vs. Louis Caravella, etal. 
Frontier Development Group, LLC vs. Louis Caravella, Patricia Caravella 
Date Code User Judge 
4/21/2010 MOTN GABBY Motion To Compel Gregory W Moeller 
4/28/2010 MOTN PHYLLIS Motion for Protective Order Gregory W Moeller 
5/7/2010 NOTS PHYLLIS Notice Of Service Gregory W Moeller 
5/19/2010 NOTH GABBY Notice Of Hearing Gregory W Moeller 
HRSC GABBY Hearing Scheduled (Motions 06/15/2010 02:00 Gregory W Moeller 
PM) Compel Mediation & Stay Discovery 
Compel 
5/21/2010 NOTC GABBY Notice Of Service Gregory W Moeller 
6/10/2010 AFFD PHYLLIS Affidavit of Frederick J Hahn Gregory W Moeller 
MEMO PHYLLIS Memorandum in Support of Motion for Protective Gregory W Moeller 
Order and Opposing Motion to Compel and Stay 
Discovery 
6/15/2010 MINE PHYLLIS Minute Entry Gregory W Moeller 
Hearing type: Motions 
Hearing date: 6/15/2010 
Time: 3:21 pm 
Courtroom: 
Court reporter: 
Minutes Clerk: PHYLLIS HANSEN 
Tape Number: 
Fred Hahn 
Ron Swafford 
DCHH PHYLLIS Hearing result for Motions held on 06/15/2010 Gregory W Moeller 
02:00 PM: District Court Hearing Held 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated at: 50 
Compel 
CONT PHYLLIS Hearing result for Court Trial held on 06/30/2010 Gregory W Moeller 
09:00 AM: Continued 
HRSC PHYLLIS Hearing Scheduled (Court Trial 11/10/2010 Gregory W Moeller 
09:00 AM) 
6/17/2010 PHYLLIS Amended Notice Of Trial Setting and Order Gregory W Moeller 
Governing Further Proceedings 
7/6/2010 ORDR PHYLLIS Order Gregory W Moeller 
7/14/2010 MISC PHYLLIS Mediation Status Report Gregory W Moeller 
7/15/2010 NOTS PHYLLIS Notice Of Service Gregory W Moeller 
7/28/2010 MISC PHYLLIS IRCP 30(b)(6) Deposition Notice Duces Tecum of Gregory W Moeller 
Frontier Development Group, LLC 
MISC PHYLLIS IRCP 30(b)(6) Deposition Notice Duces Tecum of Gregory W Moeller 
Yellowstone Do It Center 
DEPO PHYLLIS Notice of Deposition Duces Tecu of Michael Horn Gregory W Moeller 
8/4/2010 MOTN PHYLLIS Motion in Limine Gregory W Moeller 
NOTH PHYLLIS Notice Of Hearing Gregory W Moeller 
8/19/2010 NOTS PHYLLIS Notice Of Service Gregory W Moeller 
Date: 2/13/2013 
Time: 03:23 PM 
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Se Judicial District - Teton County 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2009-0000068 Current Judge: Gregory W Moeller 
Frontier Development Group, LLC vs. Louis Caravella, etal. 
Frontier Development Group, LLC vs. Louis Caravella, Patricia Caravella 
Date Code User 
8/26/2010 MOTN PHYLLIS Motion for Partial Summary Judgment 
AFFD PHYLLIS Affidavit of Frederick J. Hahn, Ill 
AFFD PHYLLIS Affidavit of Louis Caravella 
AFFD PHYLLIS Affidavit of Patricia Caravella 
MEMO PHYLLIS Memorandum in Support for Caravellas' Motion 
for Partial Summary Judgment 
NOTH PHYLLIS Notice Of Hearing 
9/9/2010 HRSC PHYLLIS Hearing Scheduled (Status Conference 
10/05/2010 11 :00 AM) 
9/13/2010 MISC GABBY Witness Disclosure 
9/15/2010 MISC PHYLLIS Plaintiff's Second Fact and Expert Witness 
Disclosure 
9/21/2010 NOTH GABBY Notice Of Hearing 
HRSC GABBY Hearing Scheduled (Motions 10/05/2010 02:00 
PM) To Amend Counterclaim and Application For 
Preliminary lnjuction 
MISC GABBY Objection To Motion To Motion For Partial 
Summaru Judgment 
AFFD GABBY Affidavit In Objection To Motion For Partial 
Summary Judgment 
9/22/2010 MISC GABBY Application For Preliminary lnjuction 
NOTH GABBY Amended Notice Of Hearing 
MOTN GABBY Motion To Amend Counterclaim 
9/24/2010 AFFD GABBY Affidavit Of Brent L. Whiting 
AFFD GABBY Affidavit Of Frederick J. Hahn, Ill 
MEMO GABBY Memorandum In Support For The Motion To 
Amend The Counterclaim And In Opposition To 
The Motion In Limine 
MOTN GABBY Motion For Sanctions And Motion To Strike 
NOTH GABBY Notice Of Hearing 
9/27/2010 HRVC PHYLLIS Hearing result for Status Conference held on 
10/05/2010 11:00 AM: Hearing Vacated 
9/28/2010 MOTN GABBY Motion To Shorten Time 
10/4/2010 MEMO PHYLLIS Reply Memorandum in Support the Motion for 
Partial Summary Judgment 
NOTS PHYLLIS Notice Of Service 
MISC PHYLLIS Objection and Memorandum in Opposition to 
Motion for Sanctions and Motion to Strike 
AFFD PHYLLIS Affidavit of Frederick J. Hahn, Ill 
MISC PHYLLIS Objection and Memorandum in Opposition to 
Motion for Sanctions and Motion to Strkie 
User: PHYLLIS 
Judge 
Gregory W Moeller 
Gregory W Moeller 
Gregory W Moeller 
Gregory W Moeller 
Gregory W Moeller 
Gregory W Moeller 
Gregory W Moeller 
Gregory W Moeller 
Gregory W Moeller 
Gregory W Moeller 
Gregory W Moeller 
Gregory W Moeller 
Gregory W Moeller 
Gregory W Moeller 
Gregory W Moeller 
Gregory W Moeller 
Gregory W Moeller 
Gregory W Moeller 
Gregory W Moeller 
Gregory W Moeller 
Gregory W Moeller 
Gregory W Moeller 
Gregory W Moeller 
Gregory W Moeller 
Gregory W Moeller 
Gregory W Moeller 
Gregory W Moeller 
Gregory W Moeller 
Date: 2/13/2013 s h Judicial District - Teton County User: PHYLLIS 
Time: 03:23 PM ROA Report 
Page 7 of 15 Case: CV-2009-0000068 Current Judge: Gregory W Moeller 
Frontier Development Group, LLC vs. Louis Caravella, etal. 
Frontier Development Group, LLC vs. Louis Caravella, Patricia Caravella 
Date Code User Judge 
10/4/2010 AFFD PHYLLIS Affidavit of Frederick J Hahn Gregory W Moeller 
10/5/2010 MINE PHYLLIS Minute Entry Gregory W Moeller 
Hearing type: Motion to Amend Counterclaim 
Hearing date: 10/5/2010 
Time: 3:42 pm 
Courtroom: 
Court reporter: 
Minutes Clerk: PHYLLIS HANSEN 
Tape Number: 
Ron Swafford, Plaintiffs Attorney 
F J Hahn Defendant's Attorney 
HRVC PHYLLIS Hearing result for Court Trial held on 11/10/2010 Gregory W Moeller 
09:00 AM: Hearing Vacated 
DCHH PHYLLIS Hearing result for Motions held on 10/05/2010 Gregory W Moeller 
02:00 PM: District Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated at: less than 100 
10/19/2010 ORDR GABBY Order Granting Motion To Amend The Gregory W Moeller 
Counterclaim 
AMCO GABBY Amended Counterclaim Gregory W Moeller 
11/9/2010 NOTC PHYLLIS Notice of Intent to Take Default Against Frontier Gregory W Moeller 
Development Group, LLC, Michael Horn & 
Yellowstone Do It Center, LLC 
11/12/2010 ANSW PHYLLIS Answer to Amended Counterclaim Gregory W Moeller 
11/18/2010 ANSW GABBY Amended Answer To Amended Counterclaim Gregory W Moeller 
2/16/2011 HRSC PHYLLIS Hearing Scheduled (Status Conference Gregory W Moeller 
03/01/2011 11 :00 AM) 
3/1/2011 MINE PHYLLIS Minute Entry Gregory W Moeller 
Hearing type: Status Conference 
Hearing date: 3/1/2011 
Time: 11: 11 am 
Courtroom: 
Court reporter: David Marlow 
Minutes Clerk: PHYLLIS HANSEN 
Tape Number: 
FJ Hahn Defendant's Attorney 
CONT PHYLLIS Hearing result for Status Conference held on Gregory W Moeller 
03/01/2011 11 :00 AM: Continued 
3/2/2011 HRSC PHYLLIS Hearing Scheduled (Status Conference Gregory W Moeller 
04/05/2011 11 :40 AM) 
MINE PHYLLIS Minute Entry Gregory W Moeller 
3/8/2011 MOTN GABBY Motion For Protective Order Gregory W Moeller 
NOTH GABBY Notice Of Hearing Gregory W Moeller 
3/9/2011 HRSC GABBY Hearing Scheduled (Motions 03/15/2011 01 :30 Gregory W Moeller 
PM) 
MOTN PHYLLIS Motion for Protective Order Gregory W Moeller 
Date: 2/13/2013 
Time: 03:23 PM 
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Se h Judicial District - Teton County 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2009-0000068 Current Judge: Gregory W Moeller 
Frontier Development Group, LLC vs. Louis Caravella, etal. 
User: PHYLLIS 
Frontier Development Group, LLC vs. Louis Caravella, Patricia Caravella 
Date Code User Judge 
3/10/2011 NOTC PHYLLIS Notice to Vacate Hearing Gregory W Moeller 
3/11/2011 HRVC PHYLLIS Hearing result for Motions held on 03/15/2011 Gregory W Moeller 
01:30 PM: Hearing Vacated 
4/5/2011 MINE PHYLLIS Minute Entry Gregory W Moeller 
Hearing type: Status Conference 
Hearing date: 4/5/2011 
Time: 11 :57 am 
Courtroom: 
Court reporter: David Marlow 
Minutes Clerk: PHYLLIS HANSEN 
Tape Number: 
Fred Hahn 
Ron Swafford 
4/8/2011 HRRS PHYLLIS Hearing Rescheduled (Court Trial 12/12/2011 Gregory W Moeller 
09:00 AM) first setting 
HRSC PHYLLIS Hearing Scheduled (Court Trial 10/03/2011 Gregory W Moeller 
09:00 AM) 
HRSC PHYLLIS Hearing Scheduled (Pre-Trial Conference Gregory W Moeller 
09/06/2011 11 :40 AM) 
PHYLLIS Notice Of Trial Setting and Order Governing Gregory W Moeller 
Further Proceedings 
7/8/2011 NOTC GABBY Deposition Notice Duces Tecum Of Scott Norman Gregory W Moeller 
NOTC GABBY Amended IRCP 30(b)(6) Deposition Notice Duces Gregory W Moeller 
Tecum Of Yellowstone Do It Center, LLC 
8/4/2011 MISC PHYLLIS Plaintiffs; and Counterdefendants' Third Fact and Gregory W Moeller 
Expert Witness Disclosure 
MISC PHYLLIS Witness Disclosure Gregory W Moeller 
8/8/2011 MISC SHILL Plaintiffs' and Counter-Defendants' Third Fact and Gregory W Moeller 
Expert Witness Disclosure 
8/12/2011 MISC PHYLLIS Subpoena Gregory W Moeller 
DEPO PHYLLIS Notice of Deposition Gregory W Moeller 
NOTC PHYLLIS Notice of Inspection Gregory W Moeller 
AFFS PHYLLIS Affidavit of Service Gregory W Moeller 
MOTN PHYLLIS Motion to Dismiss, Motion to Suppress and Gregory W Moeller 
Motion in limine 
8/15/2011 AFFD SHILL Affidavit in Support of Motion to Dismiss, Motion Gregory W Moeller 
to Suppress, and Motion in Limine 
8/16/2011 MOTN SHILL Motion to Extend Discovery Deadlines and Gregory W Moeller 
Reschedule Trial 
ORDR GABBY Order Quashing Subpoena And Granting Gregory W Moeller 
Protective Order 
MISC GABBY Objection To Notice Of Deposition, Motion To Gregory W Moeller 
Quash Subpoena And Motion For Protective 
Order 
AFFD GABBY Affidavit Of Brent L. Whitting Gregory W Moeller 
Date: 2/13/2013 
Time: 03:23 PM 
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Case: CV-2009-0000068 Current Judge: Gregory W Moeller 
Frontier Development Group, LLC vs. Louis Caravella, etal. 
User: PHYLLIS 
Frontier Development Group, LLC vs. Louis Caravella, Patricia Caravella 
Date Code 
8/19/2011 NOTH 
MOTN 
NOTH 
MOTN 
8/30/2011 MOTN 
AFFD 
MEMO 
MOTN 
MEMO 
9/1/2011 MOTN 
AFFD 
9/6/2011 MINE 
MOTN 
AFFD 
STIP 
ORDR 
CONT 
CONT 
9/8/2011 ORDR 
10/4/2011 MOTN 
MOTN 
NOTC 
10/5/2011 MOTN 
User 
PHYLLIS 
PHYLLIS 
PHYLLIS 
PHYLLIS 
GABBY 
GABBY 
GABBY 
GABBY 
GABBY 
SHILL 
SHILL 
PHYLLIS 
PHYLLIS 
PHYLLIS 
PHYLLIS 
SHILL 
PHYLLIS 
PHYLLIS 
PHYLLIS 
SHILL 
SHILL 
SHILL 
SHILL 
Notice Of Hearing 
Motion to Dismiss 
Notice Of Hearing 
Motion in Limine 
Amended Motion In Limine 
Judge 
Gregory W Moeller 
Gregory W Moeller 
Gregory W Moeller 
Gregory W Moeller 
Gregory W Moeller 
Amended Affidavit In Support Of Motion In Limine Gregory W Moeller 
Memorandum In Support Of Motion For Gregory W Moeller 
Protective Order And Opposing Plaintiffs Motion 
To "Suppress" And In Limine 
Motion For Protective Order Gregory W Moeller 
Memorandum In Opposition To Plaintiff's Motion Gregory W Moeller 
To Dismiss 
Amended Motion in Limine Gregory W Moeller 
Amended Affidavit in Support of Motion in Limine Gregory W Moeller 
Minute Entry Gregory W Moeller 
Hearing type: Pre-Trial Conference 
Hearing date: 9/6/2011 
Time: 12:00 pm 
Courtroom: 
Court reporter: David Marlow 
Minutes Clerk: PHYLLIS HANSEN 
Tape Number: 
Laron Covert Plaintiffs Attorney 
Fred Hahn Defendant's Attorney 
Motion for a Commission to Take Out of State Gregory W Moeller 
Depositions 
Affidavit in Support of Motion for A Commission to Gregory W Moeller 
Take Out of State Depositions 
Stipulation Regarding October 3, 2011 Trial Gregory W Moeller 
Setting and All Pending Motions 
Order on October 3, 2011 Trial setting and all 
Pending Motions 
Gregory W Moeller 
Hearing result for Pre-Trial Conference scheduled Gregory W Moeller 
on 09/06/2011 11 :40 AM: Continued 
Hearing result for Court Trial scheduled on 
10/03/2011 09:00 AM: Continued 
Order For a Commission to Take Out of State 
Depostions 
Amended Motion in Limine 
Motion for Inspection of Real Property and 
Improvements 
Notice of Hearing 
Motion for Telephonic Appearance 
Gregory W Moeller 
Gregory W Moeller 
Gregory W Moeller 
Gregory W Moeller 
Gregory W Moeller 
Gregory W Moeller 
Date: 2/13/2013 Se Judicial District - Teton County User: PHYLLIS 
Time: 03:23 PM ROA Report 
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Frontier Development Group, LLC vs. Louis Caravella, etaL 
Frontier Development Group, LLC vs. Louis Caravella, Patricia Caravella 
Date Code User Judge 
10/6/2011 HRSC SHILL Hearing Scheduled (Motions 10/18/2011 11 :00 Gregory W Moeller 
AM) 
10/7/2011 AFFD GABBY Affidavit Of Michael Horn In Support Of Amended Gregory W Moeller 
Motion In Limine 
10/11 /2011 MOTN PHYLLIS Motion to Strike Gregory W Moeller 
MEMO PHYLLIS Memorandum in Support of Defendants' Motion to Gregory W Moeller 
Strike 
AFFD PHYLLIS Affidavit of Frederick J. Hahn, Ill, In Support of Gregory W Moeller 
Defendants' Motion to Strike 
MOTN PHYLLIS Motion to Shorten Time Gregory W Moeller 
10/12/2011 AFFD PHYLLIS Affidavit of Frederick J. Hahn, Ill, in Opposition to Gregory W Moeller 
Plaintiffs' Amended Motion in Limine 
RPNS PHYLLIS Response To Motion to Strike Gregory W Moeller 
MOTN PHYLLIS Motion for Summary Judgment Gregory W Moeller 
AFFD PHYLLIS Affidavit of Brent Whiting Gregory W Moeller 
NOTH PHYLLIS Notice Of Hearing Gregory W Moeller 
10/13/2011 MISC PHYLLIS Plaintiffs' and Counterdefendants' Witness List Gregory W Moeller 
and Summary of Testimony 
MOTN PHYLLIS Motion to Strike Gregory W Moeller 
AFFD PHYLLIS Affidavit of Michael Horn in Support of Amended Gregory W Moeller 
Motion in Limine 
10/17/2011 MEMO PHYLLIS Memorandum in Response to Motion to Strike Gregory W Moeller 
AFFD PHYLLIS Affidavit of Counsel in Response to Motion to Gregory W Moeller 
Strike 
10/18/2011 MINE PHYLLIS Minute Entry Gregory W Moeller 
Hearing type: Status Conference 
Hearing date: 10/18/2011 
Time: 11 :09 am 
Courtroom: 
Court reporter: David Marlow 
Minutes Clerk: PHYLLIS HANSEN 
Tape Number: 
Ron Swafford PA 
Brent WhitingDA 
ORDR PHYLLIS Order Shortening Time Gregory W Moeller 
ORDR PHYLLIS Order for Inspection of Real Property and Gregory W Moeller 
Improvements 
HRHD PHYLLIS Hearing result for Motions scheduled on Gregory W Moeller 
10/18/201111:00 AM: Hearing Held 
10/21/2011 DCHH PHYLLIS Hearing result for Motions scheduled on Gregory W Moeller 
10/18/2011 11 :00 AM: District Court Hearing Hele 
Court Reporter: David Marlow 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated at: Less than 50 
Date: 2/13/2013 s th Judicial District - Teton County User: PHYLLIS 
Time: 03:23 PM ROA, Report 
Page 11 of 15 Case: CV-2009-0000068 Current Judge: Gregory W Moeller 
Frontier Development Group, LLC vs. Louis Caravella, etal. 
Frontier Development Group, LLC vs. Louis Caravella, Patricia Caravella 
Date Code User Judge 
10/31/2011 MOTN SHILL Amended Motion in Limine and/or Motion for Gregory W Moeller 
Partial Summary Judgment 
MEMO SHILL Memorandum in Support of Amended Motion in Gregory W Moeller 
Umine and/or Motion for Partial Summary 
Judgment 
11/2/2011 MOTN SHILL Motion to Compel Defendant's/Counterclaimants' Gregory W Moeller 
Answers to: 1. Plaintiffs First set of Discovery 
Requests to Defendant; 2. Plaintiffs Second Set 
of Discovery REquests to Defendants; 3. 
Plaintiffs Third Set of Interrogatories and 
Requests for Productin of Documents 
MOTN SHILL Motion to Shorten Time Gregory W Moeller 
11/3/2011 AFFD PHYLLIS Affidavit in Support of Motion to Compel Gregory W Moeller 
Defendants'/Counterclaimants' Answers to: 1. 
Plaintiffs First Set of Discovery Requests to 
Defendant; 2. Plainitffs Second Set of Discovery 
Requests to Defendants; 3, Plaintiffs Third Set of 
Interrogatories and Requests for Production of 
Documents 
11/15/2011 NOTH PHYLLIS Notice Of Hearing Gregory W Moeller 
11/16/2011 HRSC PHYLLIS Hearing Scheduled (Motions 12/06/2011 02:00 Gregory W Moeller 
PM) several 
11/23/2011 MISC PHYLLIS Signature Page for Affidavit from Brent Whiting Gregory W Moeller 
MEMO PHYLLIS Memorandum in Opposition to Plaintiffs Gregory W Moeller 
Amended Motion in Limine and/or MOtion for 
Partial Summary Judgment 
AFFD PHYLLIS Affidavit of Brent Whiting Gregory W Moeller 
AFFD PHYLLIS Affidavit of Frederick J Hahn, Ill, in Opposition to Gregory W Moeller 
Plaintiffs' Amended Motion in Limine and/or 
Motion for Partial Summary Judgment 
MOTN PHYLLIS Motion in Limine to Exclude Plaintiffs' and Gregory W Moeller 
Counterdefendants' Expert Witness Testimony 
NOTH PHYLLIS Notice Of Hearing Gregory W Moeller 
MEMO PHYLLIS Memorandum in Support of Motion in Limine to Gregory W Moeller 
Exclude Plaintiffs and Counterdefendants' Expert 
Witness Testimony 
AFFD PHYLLIS Affidavit of Frederick J. Hahn, Ill in Support of Gregory W Moeller 
Motion in Limine 
MOTN PHYLLIS Motion to Shorten Time Gregory W Moeller 
12/1/2011 AFFD PHYLLIS Affidavit of Michael Horn Gregory W Moeller 
12/2/2011 NOTC GABBY Notice Of Service Gregory W Moeller 
NOTC GABBY Notice Of Service Gregory W Moeller 
12/5/2011 MISC GABBY Subpoena Duces Tecum Gregory W Moeller 
MISC GABBY Subpoena Duces Tecum Gregory W Moeller 
MISC GABBY Subpoena Duces Tecum Gregory W Moeller 
Date: 2/13/2013 
Time: 03:23 PM 
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Frontier Development Group, LLC vs. Louis Caravella, etal. 
Frontier Development Group, LLC vs. Louis Caravella, Patricia Caravella 
Date Code User 
12/6/2011 MISC SHILL Defendants'/Counterclaimants' Trial Exhibit Lists 
MINE PHYLLIS Minute Entry 
Hearing type: Motions 
Hearing date: 12/6/2011 
Time: 3:29 pm 
Courtroom: 
Court reporter: David Marlow 
Minutes Clerk: PHYLLIS HANSEN 
Tape Number: 
Ron Swafford, Plaintiffs Attorney 
Fred Hahn, Defendants' Attorney 
HRHD PHYLLIS Hearing result for Motions scheduled on 
12/06/2011 02:00 PM: Hearing Held several 
DCHH PHYLLIS District Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: David marlow 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated at: 250 
ORDR PHYLLIS Order Shortening Time 
12/7/2011 MISC PHYLLIS Amended Defendants'/Counterclaimants' Trial 
Exhibit Lists 
12/9/2011 MISC PHYLLIS DefendanUCounterclaimants' Trial Brief 
MISC PHYLLIS Amended Defendants'/Counterclaimants' Trial 
Exhibit Lists 
MISC PHYLLIS DefendanUCounterclaimants' List of Likely 
Witnesses 
12/12/2011 MISC PHYLLIS Amended Subpoena Duces Tecum 
MISC PHYLLIS Plaintiff Trial Exhibit list 
12/13/2011 MINE PHYLLIS Minute Entry 
Hearing type: Court Trial 
Hearing date: 12/12/2011 
Time: 7:41 am 
Courtroom: 
Court reporter: David Marlow 
Minutes Clerk: PHYLLIS HANSEN 
Ron Swafford, Plaintiiffs' Attorney 
Fred Hahn, Defendants' Attorney 
Brent Whiting, Defendants' Attorney 
CTST PHYLLIS Hearing result for Court Trial scheduled on 
12/12/2011 09:00 AM: Court Trial Started first 
setting 
ORDR PHYLLIS Order Regarding Defendants'/Counterclaimant's 
Motion in Limine 
ORDR PHYLLIS Order Regarding Presentation of Trial 
12/14/2011 MISC PHYLLIS Amended Defendants'/Counterclaimants' Trial 
Exhibit List 
12/30/2011 MOTN PHYLLIS Motion to Extend Post Trial Briefing Deadlines 
User: PHYLLIS 
Judge 
Gregory W Moeller 
Gregory W Moeller 
Gregory W Moeller 
Gregory W Moeller 
Gregory W Moeller 
Gregory W Moeller 
Gregory W Moeller 
Gregory W Moeller 
Gregory W Moeller 
Gregory W Moeller 
Gregory W Moeller 
Gregory W Moeller 
Gregory W Moeller 
Gregory W Moeller 
Gregory W Moeller 
Gregory W Moeller 
Gregory W Moeller 
Date: 2/13/2013 s Judicial District - Teton County User: PHYLLIS 
Time: 03:23 PM ROA Report 
Page 13 of 15 Case: CV-2009-0000068 Current Judge: Gregory W Moeller 
Frontier Development Group, LLC vs. Louis Caravella, etal. 
Frontier Development Group, LLC vs. Louis Caravella, Patricia Caravella 
Date Code User Judge 
12/30/2011 AFFD PHYLLIS Affidavit of Frederick J. Hahn, 111, in Support of Gregory W Moeller 
Motion to Extend Post-Trial Briefing Deadlines 
1/3/2012 MISC PHYLLIS Objection to Motion to Extend Post-Trial Briefing Gregory W Moeller 
Deadlines 
1/4/2012 MINE PHYLLIS Minute Entry Gregory W Moeller 
Hearing type: Motions 
Hearing date: 1/4/2012 
Time: 12:31 pm 
Courtroom: 
Court reporter: 
Minutes Clerk: PHYLLIS HANSEN 
Tape Number: 
Ron Swafford, Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Fred Hahn, Attorney for Defendants 
Brent Whiting, Attorney for Defendants 
1/5/2012 PHYLLIS Miscellaneous Payment: For Making Copy Of Gregory W Moeller 
CS's of Court Trial By The Clerk, Per Page Paid 
by: Racine Olson Receipt number: 0049545 
Dated: 1/5/2012 Amount: $200.00 (Check) 
1/17/2012 MISC PHYLLIS Plaintiffs'/Counterdefendants' Findings of Fact Gregory W Moeller 
and Conclusions of Law (In a bound booklet in 
box with files) 
MISC PHYLLIS Plaintiffs'/Counterdefendants' Closing Argument Gregory W Moeller 
(In a bound booklet in box with files) 
MISC PHYLLIS Caravellas' Proposed Findings of Fact and Gregory W Moeller 
Conclusions of Law 
MISC SHILL Defendants/Counterclaimants' Written Closing Gregory W Moeller 
Argument 
1/23/2012 MISC PHYLLIS P's Objection to Late Filing of Defendants' Gregory W Moeller 
Post-Trial Brief, CD-ROM and Letter to Court 
dated January 19, 2012 
1/24/2012 ORDR PHYLLIS Order Gregory W Moeller 
2/27/2012 AFFD PHYLLIS Affidavit of Frederick J Hahn in Support of Gregory W Moeller 
Objection to Plaintiffs; Proposed Findings of Fact 
and Conclusions of Law 
MISC PHYLLIS Objection to Plaintiffs/Counterdefendants' Gregory W Moeller 
Proposed Findings of Fact and Conclusions of 
Law 
2/28/2012 MISC PHYLLIS Plaintiffs'/Counterdefendants' Objections to Gregory W Moeller 
Defendants'/Counterclaimants' Proposed 
Findings of Fact and Conclusion of Law (In a 
bound booklet in box with files) 
3/29/2012 MISC GABBY Findings Of Fact And Conclusion Of Law Gregory W Moeller 
5/29/2012 MOTN PHYLLIS Motion for Prejudgment Interest Gregory W Moeller 
AFFD PHYLLIS Affidavit of William D Faler Gregory W Moeller 
AFFD PHYLLIS Affidavit of Counsel Regarding Calculation of Gregory W Moeller 
Prejudgment Interest 
Date: 2/13/2013 
Time: 03:23 PM 
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Frontier Development Group, LLC vs. Louis Caravella, etal. 
User: PHYLLIS 
Frontier Development Group, LLC vs. Louis Caravella, Patricia Caravella 
Date Code User Judge 
6/29/2012 MEMO PHYLLIS Memorandum of Costs and Attorney Fees and Gregory W Moeller 
Affidavit of Counsel 
MOTN PHYLLIS Motion for an Award of Costs and Attorney Fees Gregory W Moeller 
7/13/2012 MISC PHYLLIS Plaintiffs'/Counterdefendants' Objections to Gregory W Moeller 
Defendants'/Courterclaimants' Memorandum of 
Costs and Attorney Fees 
AFFD PHYLLIS Affidavit of Counsel in Support of Gregory W Moeller 
Plaintiffs'/Counterdefendants' Objections to 
Defendants'/Courterclaimants' Memorandum of 
Costs and Attorney Fees 
7/26/2012 NOTH PHYLLIS Notice Of Hearing Gregory W Moeller 
HRSC PHYLLIS Hearing Scheduled (Motions 08/21/2012 02:00 Gregory W Moeller 
PM) for Attorneys Fees 
8/17/2012 NOTH PHYLLIS Amended Notice Of Hearing Gregory W Moeller 
CONT PHYLLIS Hearing result for Motions scheduled on Gregory W Moeller 
08/21/2012 02:00 PM: Continued for Attorneys 
Fees 
HRSC PHYLLIS Hearing Scheduled (Motions 09/18/2012 02:00 Gregory W Moeller 
AM) for attorney fees 
9/18/2012 MISC SHILL Caravellas' Reply Memorandum in Support of Gregory W Moeller 
Motion for Attorney Fees 
MINE PHYLLIS Minute Entry Gregory W Moeller 
Hearing type: Motions 
Hearing date: 9/18/2012 
Time: 2:00 pm 
Courtroom: 
Court reporter: David Marlow 
Minutes Clerk: PHYLLIS HANSEN 
Tape Number: 
Ron Swafford , Plaintiffs Attorney 
Fred Hahn, Defendants Attorney 
DCHH PHYLLIS Hearing result for Motions scheduled on Gregory W Moeller 
09/18/2012 02:00 PM: District Court Hearing Hele 
Court Reporter:David Marlow 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated at: for attorney fees Less than 100 
10/18/2012 MEMO GABBY Caravellas' Reply Memorandum In Support Of Gregory W Moeller 
Motion For Attorney Fees 
10/31/2012 MEMO PHYLLIS Memorandum Decision Re: Attorney Fees, Costs, Gregory W Moeller 
and Pre-Judgment lnterst 
JDMT PHYLLIS Final Judgment Gregory W Moeller 
CDIS PHYLLIS Civil Disposition entered for: Caravella, Louis, Gregory W Moeller 
Defendant; Caravella, Patricia, Defendant; 
Frontier Development Group, LLC, Plaintiff. Filing 
date: 10/31/2012 
CSCP PHYLLIS Case Status Closed But Pending: Closed Gregory W Moeller 
12/12/2012 NOTC PHYLLIS Notice of Appeal Gregory W Moeller 
Date: 2/13/2013 
Time: 03:23 PM 
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User: PHYLLIS 
Frontier Development Group, LLC vs. Louis Caravella, Patricia Caravella 
Date Code User Judge 
12/12/2012 PHYLLIS Filing: L4 - Appeal, Civil appeal or cross-appeal to Gregory W Moeller 
Supreme Court Paid by: Racine Olsen Receipt 
number: 0052418 Dated: 12/12/2012 Amount 
$109.00 (Check) For: Caravella, Louis 
(defendant) 
BNDC PHYLLIS Bond Posted - Cash (Receipt 52419 Dated Gregory W Moeller 
12/12/2012 for 500.00) 
CSCP PHYLLIS Case Status Closed But Pending: closed pending Gregory W Moeller 
clerk action 
1/28/2013 STIP GABBY Stipulation For Substitution Of Counsel Gregory W Moeller 
ATRE GABBY Plaintiff: Frontier Development Group, LLC Gregory W Moeller 
Attorney Retained Michael J. Elia 
2/12/2013 PHYLLIS Miscellaneous Payment: Fax Fee Paid by: Craig Gregory W Moeller 
Stacey Receipt number: 0052897 Dated: 
2/12/2013 Amount: $20.00 (Credit card) 
PHYLLIS Miscellaneous Payment: Technology Cost - CC Gregory W Moeller 
Paid by: Craig Stacey Receipt number: 0052897 
Dated: 2/12/2013 Amount: $3.00 (Credit card) 
Supreme Court No. 40581-2012 
Teton County No. CV 09-068 
Frontier Development Group, LLC 
Michael Horn 
Pia i ntiffs/ Counterdefenda nts/Respondents 
vs 
Louis Caravella and Patricia Carevella 
Defendants/Counterclaimants/ Appellants 
and 
Yellowstone Do It Center 
Plaintiff /Counterdefendant 
Frederick J Hahn, Esq. 
Brent J. Whiting, Esq. 
P.O. Box 50698 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
Attorney for Appellants 
Michael Horn 
P. 0. Box 576 
Bonita Springs, Florida 34133 
SWAFFORD LAW OFFICE, CHARTERED 
Ronald L. Swafford, Esq., Bar No. 1657 
R. James Archibald, Esq., Bar No. 4445 
Trevor L. Castleton, Esq., Bar No. 5809 
Larren K. Covert, Esq., Bar No. 7217 
525 Ninth Street 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83404 
Telephone: (208) 524-4002 
Facsimile: (208) 524-4131 
Attorney for Defendant 
,.,i.·\ 
lN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE OF 
IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TETON 
FRONTIER DEVELOPMENT GROUP, 
LLC., 
Plaintiff, 
v. 
LOUIS CARA VELLA and PA TRICIA 
CARAVELLA, 
Defendants. 
Plaintiff alleges: 
) 
) Case No. CV -09 - 0"°1S 
) 
) COMPLAINT 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) Fee Al: $88.00 
) 
1. Plaintiff, Frontier Development Group, LLC, is, and at all times mentioned in this action was, 
an Idaho Limited Liability Company with a primary place of business in Teton County, Idaho. 
2. Defendants, Louis and Patricia Caravella are a married couple and at all times mentioned in 
this action were, a resident of the City of Bay Village, Ohio, who are the owners or the reputed 
owners of real property in Teton County, Idaho at 968 River Rim Pond. 
3. Plaintiff is, and at all times mentioned in this action was, engaged in the business of home 
construction. 
4. Defendants then being the owner and in possession of the chattel subsequently described, 
\ \ 
engaged plaintiff to provide general construction services, and promised to pay for such work or 
services. 
5. Plaintiff, at the request of defendant, performed the labor and services referred to above on 
such chattel, which labor and services were reasonably worth $105,683.37. 
6. Prior to the commencement of this action, plaintiff demanded of defendant that they pay 
plaintiff such sum of $105,683.37, but defendant failed and refused, and still fails and refuses, to 
pay such sum or any part of it. 
7. Plaintiff filed a Claim of Lien on such chattel on December 12, 2008 in Teton County, Idaho 
pursuant to Idaho Code and is instrument number 20174 7 and attached hereto as Exhibit A and 
incorporated herein. 
8. No other action has been brought at law or otherwise to recover the amount of such claim or 
any part of it. 
9. Plaintiff requests, pursuant to I.C.§45-1302 that the property be sold to pay the amount due 
pursuant to the lien. 
9. Plaintiff has been required to retain the services of Swafford Law Office, Chartered to assert 
its rights in this matter. 
10. Defendant should be required to reimburse Plaintiff for the costs, fees and expenses for this 
matter in the amount of $5,000 if this matter be taken by default or other greater amount to be 
shown at trial pursuant to LC.§§ 12-120, 12-121, 45-513, I.R.C.P. Rule 54 and any other rule or 
statute. 
Wherefore, plaintiff requests that: 
1. Defendant be adjudged indebted to plaintiff in the sum of$105,683.37 for plaintiffs services, 
set forth in Paragraph 6 of this complaint along with interest at the rate of 24% per annum from 
December 1, 2008; 
2, Plaintiff be adjudged to have a lien on such chattel for the amount referred to above; 
3. Such chattel be sold and the proceeds from the sale be applied to satisfy plaintiffs lien, 
together with the expenses of sale and the costs and disbursements of this action; 
4. Plaintiff have judgment against defendant for any deficiency remaining in the event the 
proceeds from the sale do not satisfy plaintiffs claim; 
6. For attorney fees in the amount of $5,000 if by default or a greater amount to be shown at trial; 
7. Plaintiff have such other and further relief as to the court may seem proper. 
Dated February 16, 2009 
Esq. 
Of Swafford Law Office, Chartered 
Attorney for the Plaintiff 
13:13 From:TETON CO 208 354 8410 T 524 4131 
CLAIM OF LIEN FOR llJ.l"lLL•'Ll'n AND/ORri:M_~{l\10:49 
,20J 7t./7 
NOTICE JS lIEREBY GIVEN: That hereby claims the benefit ofthe law 
relative to liens ofmecllanics and materialmen upon real property, as provided by laws of tho slate ofldalm, 
and h(l'feby claims a lien upon that certain tract of land hereinafter described, for the sum of :l'.IU5,683.37, with 
interest thereon from »£S< J, 2008, at the rate of 24 % per arumm. That said amouot is due and owing, after 
deducting alt just credits and onsets, to said claimant for work and material provided for the improvement of said 
tract ofland described as follows: Y!t 4 Blk 5 River Rim Rr.ms:li PUD, Phase Ill, 8270 River IUm Polld l"anc 
.fitrmcrlI known iu.2§8 River Rim "Pond Lane. 
situated in Tu!fil! county, state of~· 
The name and mailing address of the owner or reputed owner of said tract of land is, to the best of my 
knowledge, 19nis Q,.ou) and Patricia R Caravclla, 221z6 Lake Road .. BayY'illage, 
Tilc name and address of the person or entity who employed Claimant or to whom Claimant furnished materials 
is: Frontier Development Group, LLC, DBJ\ Open Range Homes 
Th~ address of the Claimant N·,~~~"'-""=~~~"""-1~~~~= 
Dated this 12 D111y ofDccember200H 
State oflCWJlo 
County of Iero:n 
Mk:hae'l Hom being duly sworn on oath says that he is an officer of the Claimant in the foregoing Claim of Lien, 
that he hll.S read the same and knl!WS th<; contents thereof; and belieVCS the same to be l:i true and correct :'.'.0;' of 's demand:zz:.::ingalljust en:dits and offseis. 
SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to before me on this I _?._day of Dete.rvr r ,2008 
~ ,/l 
Notary Public/~-~.x::Jj,,,~ 
Residing -'--~_o _____ _ 
Commission Expires /)if /i>_5~/_/_'f~---
MAUREEN GREEN 
Notary Public 
Stare of Idaho 
r 
r 
0 
PLAINTIFF'S 
lJ EXHIBIT 
:;; ,, 
!'l 
Frederick J. Hahn, III (ISB No. 4258) 
HAHN LAW OFFICE, PLLC 
310 Elm Street 
Post Office Box 50698 
Idaho Falls, ID 83405 
Tekphone: (208) 552-8258 
Facsimile: (208) 522-0502 
Attorney for Defendants I Counterclaimants 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL OF THE 
ST ATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY TETON 
FRONTIER DEVELOPMENT GROUP, 
LLC 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
LOUIS CARA VELLA and PATRICIA 
CARAVELLA, 
Defendants. 
LOUIS CARA VELLA and PATRICIA 
CARAVELLA, 
Counterclaimants, 
v. 
FRONTIER DEVELOPMENT GROUP, 
LLC, and MICHAEL HORN, 
Counterdefendants. 
Case No. CV-09-068 
ANSWER AND COUNTERCLAIM 
Defendants Louis Caravella and Patricia Caravella, by and through their counsel of 
record, Frederick J. Hahn, 
as follows: 
of Hahn Law Office, PLLC hereby admit, deny, and allege 
FIRST DEFENSE 
Plaintiff's Complaint fails to state a cause of action against Defendants upon 
which relief may be granted. 
SECOND DEFENSE 
Defendants deny each and every allegation contained in Plaintiffs Complaint 
unless specifically admitted herein. 
THIRD DEFENSE 
1. In response to the allegations set forth in paragraph 1 of the Complaint, 
Defendants are without knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to 
the truth of the allegations and therefore deny the same. 
2. With respect to the allegations set forth in paragraph 2 of the Complaint, 
Defendants admit the allegations. 
3. With respect to the allegations set forth in paragraph 3 of the Complaint, 
Defendants are without knowledge or infonnation sufficient to form a belief as to 
the truth of the allegations and therefore deny the same. 
4. With respect to the allegations set forth in paragraph 4 of the Complaint, 
Defendants deny the allegations. 
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5. With respect to the allegations set forth in paragraph 5 of the Complaint, 
Defendants deny the allegations. 
6. With respect to the allegations set forth in paragraph 6 of the Complaint, 
Defendants admit that a demand for payment was made on them and that they have 
refused payment. 
7. With respect to the allegations set forth in paragraph 7 of the Complaint, 
Defendants admit the allegations. 
8. In response to the allegations set forth in paragraph 8 of the Complaint, 
Defendants are without knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to 
the truth of the allegations and therefore deny the same. 
9. In response to the allegations set forth in paragraph 9 of the Complaint, the 
allegations contain no factual statement and therefore no response is required 
pursuant to the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure. 
10. In response to the allegations set forth in paragraph 9(sic) of the Complaint, 
Defendants are without knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to 
the truth of the allegations and therefore deny the same. 
11. In response to the allegations set forth in paragraph 10 of the Complaint, the 
Defendants deny the allegations. 
Plaintiffs Complaint should be dismissed, because there was never any contract or 
agreement between the Plaintiff and the Defendants. 
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Defendants engaged Michael Horn to preform construction on their property on a 
limited basis, to the extent Horn claims he was an agent of the Plaintiff, such agency was 
not disclosed to the Defendants and therefore no contract was ever formed between 
Plaintiff and Defendants. 
The Plaintiff was not in privity of contract with the Defendants and therefore 
Plaintiff was not authorized to incur debts against the Defendants' property. Plaintiff's 
lien and subsequent action should be barred. 
Plaintiff's claimed damages and costs upon which it claims a lien should be barred 
based on its failure to mitigate its damages and Plaintiff's failure to obtain authorization 
from Defendants before incurring such costs and alleged damages. 
Any alleged agreement, which is the bases for the Plaintiff's Complaint is a 
contract within the Idaho Statue of Frauds and any oral contract is therefore 
unenforceable under the Statue of Frauds. 
The Plaintiff has unclean hands in recording its Lien and bringing its action against 
the Defendants, based upon the lack of authority to incur costs against the Defendants' 
property. Therefore, the Plaintiff cannot maintain its action in equity. 
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Based upon the Plaintiffs actions and Michael actions as alleged more 
specifically in the Counterclaim filed herewith, Plaintiffs Complaint should be barred 
and dismissed based on the doctrine of Equitable Estoppel as well as the doctrine of 
Unconscionability. 
WHEREFORE, having answered the Plaintiffs Complaint in this matter, 
Defendants pray that the Complaint be dismissed with prejudice and that the Plaintiff take 
nothing thereby. Additionally Defendants pray for an award of costs and attorneys fees 
incurred in defending against the Plaintiffs complaint pursuant to the Idaho Code and 
Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure. 
Defendants/Counterclaimants Louis Caravella and Patrica Caravella, by and 
through their counsel of record, Hahn Law Office, PLLC, as and for a cause of action 
against the above-named Counterdefendants hereby allege as follows: 
I. 
1. Counterclaimants Louis Caravella and Patricia Caravella (the "Caravellas") are 
individuals, residing in Ohio and who owned real property in Teton County, Idaho. 
2. Counterclaimantants are informed and believe that Counterdefendant Frontier 
Development Group, LLC ("Frontier Development") is an Idaho Limited Liability 
Company principally in Teton County, Idaho. 
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3. Counterdefendant, Mike Hom ("Hom") is an individual residing in Teton County, 
Idaho who as a general contractor throughout Teton County, Idaho. 
4. Pursuant to Rules 13 and 14 of the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure, as well as 
Idaho Code§ 45-516,jurisdiction is proper in the District Court of the Seventh 
Judicial District ofidaho. Venue is proper pursuant to Idaho Code§ 5-401 and 
§5-404 in Teton County, Idaho. 
GENERAL ALLEGATIONS 
5. In or about April, 2008, the Caravellas traveled to Teton County, Idaho and 
learned of a property in River Rim Ranch Subdivision, which was in foreclosure. 
The Caravellas purchased the real property, which included a partially constructed 
home (the "Project"). In addition to the real property and Project, the Caravellas 
were provided with the plans and specifications for the Project. 
6. At the time the Caravellas first inspected the Project they met Counterdefendant 
Mike Hom, who indicated that he had been the contractor for the Project under 
contract with the original owner. Hom and the Caravellas discussed the possibility 
of Horn continuing on with the Construction and assisting the Caravellas if they 
were successful in purchasing the Project. Horn ~id not disclose that he was the 
agent or representative of Frontier Development. 
7. During their initial discussions and discussions subsequent the purchase of the 
Project, the Caravellas stated to Hom that it was their intention to finish the 
construction of the Project in stages, and as funds were available. The Caravellas 
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stated that a condition of proceeding with Horn would be to complete over an 
extended period of time and first completing of Project so that it 
would be weather proof and working on the additional construction only as funds 
were available and as directed by the Caravellas. The Caravellas offered to hire 
Horn on a limited scope basis, to install the exterior stone and exterior siding on 
the Project, and finish uncompleted portions of the roof and other limited-scope 
construction. Hom agreed to perform the limited-scope of work and to work only 
at the direction and agreement of the Caravellas. 
8. The Caravellas instructed and Horn agreed to construct the Project in strict 
accordance with the Project Plans. 
9. Horn provided the Caravellas with a quote to prefonn the exterior stone, siding and 
framing work for approximately $85,000.00. The Caravellas agreed to contract 
with Horn to preform this limited scope of work. With respect to exterior stone 
and siding work, the Caravellas directed and Hom agreed to construct the Project 
in strict accordance with the Project plans. 
10. The parties agreed to a limited scope of work on the Project, however, Horn 
breached the parties' agreement by preforming work outside of the agreed scope 
and beyond the contemplation or agreement of the parties, including but not 
limited to purchasing electrical components not called for by the plans or 
specifications, improperly installing the exterior stonework and siding, failing to 
complete elements of construction, which Horn had agreed to prior to the onset of 
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adverse weather. Horn incurred costs relating to the Project, which were not 
directed by or agreed to my the Caravellas. 
11. In or about August 2008, Hom advised the Caravellas that the exterior stonework 
had been completed and billed the Caravellas for such work. Hom's statements 
and assurance that portions of the agreed upon work had been completed and 
completed in accordance with the Project plan was false and misleading. Hom 
made such statements of fact and sent billings for uncompleted and or non-
conforming work, with the intention of deceiving the Caravellas. 
12. The Caravellas relied upon Horn's assertion that work had been properly and 
completely finished and paid Horn in reliance upon Horn's false and misleading 
statements. 
13. Based upon assurances from Horn that work had been properly completed, the 
Caravellas paid Horn, however, Hom failed and refused to pay subcontractors and 
or material suppliers for work or materials supplied to the Project. 
14. Horn and or Frontier Development were general contractors pursuant to Idaho 
Code section 45-525. However, neither Hom nor Frontier Development provided 
the Caravellas with written general contractor disclosure as required by Idaho 
Code§ 45-525. As a consequence of Hom's and or Frontier Development's 
failure to comply with the Idaho Code, the Caravellas were not advised of their 
rights to obtain lien releases upon payment to Horn. 
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15. As a consequence of Horn's and or Frontier Development's failure to comply with 
the Idaho Code, liens have placed against the Project. 
CLAIMS 
COUNT ONE 
BREACH CONTRACT 
16. Counterclaimants re-allege and incorporate by reference each of the allegations set 
forth, in Paragraphs 1through15, above and further allege in support-0fthis Count 
as follows: 
17. The Caravellas and Counterdefendant Hom entered into a contract for a limited 
scope of work to be preformed on the Project. The terms of the contract called for 
Horn to perform a limited scope of work on the Project, in strict accordance with 
the Project Plans and only as directed by the Caravellas. 
18. The Caravellas preformed their duties and obligations under the contract by 
remitting payment to Counterdefendant Horn, for the scope of work agreed to by 
the parties. 
19. Counterdefendant Hom and or Frontier Development breached the parties' 
contract by inter alia failing and refusing to preform only the scope of the work 
agreed to by the parties, preforming work that did not confirm to the Project plans, 
preforming work outside the scope of the parties' agreement and by failing to pay 
subcontractors and suppliers for work preformed on the Project. 
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20. As a result in Counterdefendant Horn's and or Frontier Development's breach of 
the trial of this matter, including but not limited to the costs to correct defects in 
the construction, remove work not agreed to by the Caravellas and payment to 
subcontractors and or material suppliers. 
COUNT TWO 
DUTY OF GOOD FAITH AND DEALING 
21. Counterclaimants re-allege and incorporate by reference each of the allegations set 
forth, in Paragraphs 1 through 20, above and further allege in support of this Count 
as follows: 
22. The Duty of Good Faith and Fair Dealing is implied in the contract between the 
Caravellas and Counterdefendants. Counterdefendant Horn and or Frontier 
Development breached the Duty of Good Faith and Fair Dealing by inter alia 
incurring costs on the Project which are beyond the scope of the parties' agreement 
and incurring third party debts beyond the parties' contract. Allowing third parties 
to encumber the Project by allowing work and or materials not called for under the 
parties' contract and subsequent liens recorded by such third parties. 
23. The Caravellas have incmTed damages as a result of Counterdefendants 'breach of 
the Duty in Good Faith and Fair Dealing in the amount to be determined at the trial 
in this matter. 
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24. Counterclaimants re-allege and incorporate by reference each of the allegations set 
forth, in Paragraphs 1 through 23, above and further allege in support of this Count 
as follows: 
25. Counterdefendants Horn and Frontier Development operate a trade or commerce 
as defined by Idaho Code § 48-602 and offer services, which come within the 
purview of the Idaho Consumer and Protection Act, Idaho Code§ 48-601 et seq. 
26. As general contractors Counterdefendants are required to give a general contractor 
disclosure pursuant to Idaho Code§ 45-525, because the Project constitutes a 
residential real property transaction. Counterdefendants' failure to comply with 
Idaho Code§ 45-525 as well as their conduct as alleged herein, constitute 
violations of the Idaho Consumer Protection Act and an unfair and deceptive acts 
or practices under the Idaho Consumer Protection Act. Counterdefendants should 
be required to indemnify and defend the Caravellas with respect to any lien claims 
and or actions relating to the Project. 
27. As a result of Counterdefendants' violations of the Idaho Consumer Protection 
Act, the Caravellas have incurred damages in an amount to be determined at the 
trial of matter including but not limited to liens placed by suppliers and or 
subcontractors on the Project. In addition to an award of damages, the Caravellas 
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are entitled to an award of costs and attorneys fees pursuant to Idaho Code § 48-608. 
SLANDER OF 
28. Counterclaimants re-allege and incorporate by reference each of the allegations set 
forth, in Paragraphs 1 through 27, above and further allege in support of this Count 
as follows: 
29. Counterdefendant Frontier Development recorded and served a lien upon the Caravellas, 
which was recorded as Instrument No. 201747 in the records of Teton County, Idaho (the 
"Lien"). Frontier Development's Lien constitutes the publication of a Slanderous 
statement which was wrongful and improper. The Caravellas never authorized work for 
which Frontier Development claims the Lien. 
30. Counterdefendants Frontier Development's action in recording the Lien was reckless, 
erroneous, fraudulent, and wrongful, and rose the level of malicious conduct. 
Frontier Development recorded its Lien in order to harass and injure the 
Caravellas. 
31. As a result of Frontier Developments Lien, the Caravellas have incurred damages 
in an amount to be determined at the trial of this matter. 
COUNT FIVE 
FRAUD AND 
32. Counterclaimants re-allege and incorporate by reference each of the allegations set 
forth, in Paragraphs 1through31, above and further allege in support of this Count 
as follows: 
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33. Counterdefendants made representations of fact and relating to the construction of 
the Project. Counterdefendants' representations were material and false and made 
to induce the Caravellas to contract with Horn and remit payment to 
Counterdefendants. 
34. Horn was aware of the falsity of his representations, which were made to the 
Caravellas with the intention that they rely upon such representations. The 
Caravellas reasonably relied upon Horn's representations to their determent and 
have incurred damages as a result thereof. Counterclaimants are entitled to an 
award of damages in an amount to be determined at the trial of this matter. 
IV. 
3 5. The Caravellas have been required to retain Hahn Law Office, PLLC to defend 
against the Complaint and prosecute this Counterclaim. Pursuant to the Idaho 
Code including but not limited to Idaho Code§§ 12-120, 12-121 and 45-608, the 
Caravellas are entitled to an award of their reasonable attorneys fees. The amount 
of $5,000.00 is a reasonable attorney fee if this matter is concluded by Default and 
a greater amount should be awarded if the matter is contested. The Caravellas are 
entitled an award of their costs pursuant to the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure. 
36. Pursuant to Idaho Code section 28-22-104, the Caravellas are entitled to an award 
of prejudgment interest at the rate of twelve percent per annum with respect to 
their damages recoverable in this matter. 
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WHEREFORE, Counterclaimants Louis and Patricia Caravella pray for judgment 
against the above-named Counterdefendants as follows: 
A. A money judgment against Michael 1-Iom and Frontier Development Group, 
LLC for an amount to be determined at the trial of this matter; 
B. For the judgment to include an award of prejudgment interest in an amount 
to be determined at the trial of this matter; 
C. That the court issue an order removing Frontier Development's Lien, as a 
wrongful cloud upon the Caravellas' title; 
D. For the judgment to include an award of attorneys fees incurred in this 
matter, the amount of $5,000 is a reasonable fee if the matter is concluded 
by Default and a greater amount should be awarded if the matter is 
contested; 
E. For the judgment to include an award of costs incurred in this matter and in 
an amount to be determined after the trial or upon judgment; and 
F. For such other and further relief, which the court deems just, equitable, and 
proper in the premises. 
Dated this ., 
t~ 
deyof April, 2009. 
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OFFICE, PLLC 
I hereby certify that I a copy of the following described pleading or 
document on the attorneys listed below by hand delivering, by mailing or by facsimile, 
with the correct postage thereon, on this jj{)_~of April, 2009. 
{./ -
DOCUMENT SERVED: 
ATTORt~EYS AND/OR 
Swafford Law Office, Chartered 
Ronald L. Swafford, Esq. 
Larren K. Covert, Esq. 
525 Ninth Street 
Idaho Falls, ID. 83404 
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SERVED: 
( ) First Class Mail 
( ) Hand Delivery 
( ) Facsimile 
( ) Overnight Mail 
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SW AFFORD LAW OFFICE, CHARTERED 
Ronald Swafford, Esq., Bar No. 1657 
R. James Archibald, Esq., Bar No. 4445 
Trevor Castleton, Esq., Bar No. 5809 
Larren K Covert, Esq., Bar No. 7217 
525 Ninth Street 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83404 
Telephone: (208) 524A002 
Facsimile: (208) 524-4131 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TETON 
FRONTIER DEVELOPMENT GROUP, LLC., Case No.: CV-2009-068 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
ANSWER TO COUNTERCLAIM 
LOUIS CARA VELLA and PATRICIA 
CARAVELLA, 
Defendants. 
LOUIS CARA VELLA and PATRICIA 
CARAVELLA, 
Counter-claimants, 
vs. 
FRONTIER DEVELOPMENT GROUP, UL., 
and MICHAEL HORN, 
Counter-defendants 
COMES NOVV the Plaintiff/Counter-defendants, by and through their attorney of 
record, RONALD L. SW AFFORD, ESQ., of SvV AFFORD LA vV OFFICE, CHARTERED, and 
hereby answers Defendant's Counterclaim as follows: 
SET OF AND 
ANSWER 
All claims are denied unless specifically admitted herein. 
1. In answering Paragraph 1, Plaintiff and third party Defendant admit the allegations in 
this paragraph. 
2. In answering Paragraph 2, Plaintiff and third party Defendant admit the allegations in 
this paragraph. 
3. In answering Paragraph 3, Plaintiff and third party Defendant admit that third party 
Defendant, Michael Horn does reside in Teton County. Plaintiff denies that Michael 
Horn performs work as an independent general contractor. Plaintiff, admits that 
Michael Horn in employed and performs general contracting services through his 
employment with Frontier Development Group, LLC. 
4. In answering Paragraph 4, Plaintiff and third party Defendant admit the information in 
this paragraph. 
5. In answering Paragraph 5, Plaintiff and third party Defendant admit that the real 
property in the River Rim Ranch Subdivision in Teton County, Idaho was purchased by 
the Caravellas. The remainder of this claim cannot be affirmed or denied, as Plaintiff and 
third party defendant do not possess sufficient information as to whether or not 
Defendants were provided with plans or specifications of any sort relating to the 
"Project". 
6. In answering Paragraph 6, Plaintiff and third party Defendant deny the information of 
this paragraph. 
7. In answering Paragraph 7, Plaintiff and third party Defendant admit that the Caravellas 
directed construction on the "Project", however, Plaintiff and third party Defendant deny 
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that the Caravellas directed for the construction to be completed in stages. Additionally, 
Plaintiff and third party Defendant admits that the Caravellas directed for the 
construction projects to be completed before the onset of inclement weather to assure 
there would be no delay in construction. Plaintiff and third party Defendant deny that 
there was any sort of agreement pertaining to the limitations on construction of the 
project relating to a limitation of funds, limitation on the basis of the scope of the project, 
nor a limitation on the scope of construction. 
8. In answering Paragraph 8, the Plaintiff and third party Defendant deny the information 
of this paragraph. 
9. In answering Paragraph 9, Plaintiff and third party Defendant deny the information of 
this paragraph. 
10. In answering Paragraph 10, Plaintiff and third party Defendant deny the information of 
this paragraph. 
11. In answering Paragraph 11, Plaintiff and third party Defendant deny the information of 
this paragraph. 
12. In answering Paragraph 12, Plaintiff and third party Defendant deny the information of 
this paragraph. 
13. In answering Paragraph 13, Plaintiff and third party Defendant deny the information of 
this paragraph. 
14. In answering Paragraph 14, Plaintiff Frontier Development admits to being a general 
contracting business, and that Third Party Defendant, Michael Horn, an employee of 
Frontier Development Group, did not provide a written general contractor disclosure. 
was hired as a general contractor by the 
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Caravellas, and therefore denies that Idaho Code§ 45/525 is applicable. Additionally, 
Plaintiff and Party Defendant deny the remainder of paragraph 14. 
15. In answering Paragraph 15, Plaintiff and third party Defendant deny the contents of this 
paragraph. Plaintiff and third party Defendant admit that the reason for the imposition 
of the liens was a direct result of lack of payment to Frontier Development Group, LLC 
16. In answering Paragraph 16, Plaintiff reincorporates responses to paragraphs 1through15, 
as previously stated. 
17. In answering Paragraph 17, Plaintiff and third party Defendant deny the information of 
this paragraph. 
18. In answering Paragraph 18, Plaintiff and third party Defendant deny the information of 
this paragraph. 
19. In answering Paragraph 19, Plaintiff and third party Defendant deny the information of 
this paragraph. 
20. In answering Paragraph 20, Plaintiff and third party Defendant deny the information of 
this paragraph. 
21. In answering Paragraph 21, Plaintiff reincorporates responses to paragraphs 1 through 20, 
as previously stated. 
22. In answering Paragraph 22, Plaintiff and third party Defendant deny the information of 
this paragraph. 
23. In answering Paragraph 23, Plaintiff and third party Defendant deny information of 
this paragraph. 
24. In answering Paragraph 24, Plaintiff reincorporates responses to 1 through 
2 4, as previously stated. 
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25. In answering Paragraph 25, Plaintiff and third party Defendant deny the information 
paragraph. 
26. In answering Paragraph 26, Plaintiff and third party Defendant deny the information 
this paragraph. 
27. In answering Paragraph 27, Plaintiff and third party Defendant deny the information of 
this paragraph. 
28. In answering Paragraph 28, Plaintiff reincorporates responses to paragraph 1through27, 
as previously stated. 
29. In answering Paragraph 29, Plaintiff admits that they recorded and served a lien, 
recorded as Instrument No. 201747 in Teton County, Idaho, upon the Caravellas. 
However, Plaintiff denies the remaining claims of this paragraph. 
30. In answering Paragraph 30, Plainti££ and third party Defendant deny the information 
this paragraph. 
31. In answering Paragraph 31, Plaintiff and third party Defendant deny the information 
this paragraph. 
In answering Paragraph 32, Plaintiff reincorporates responses to paragraphs 1through31, 
as previously stated. 
33. In answering Paragraph 33, Plaintiff has insufficient information to determine what facts 
and representations are stated to have been made. Therefore, Plaintiff denies the 
allegations of this entire paragraph. 
34. In answering Paragraph 34, Plaintiff and third party Defendant deny the information of 
this paragraph. 
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35. In answering Paragraph 35, Plaintiff admits that the Caravellas have retained Hahn Law 
Office, PLLC to represent them in this matter. Plaintiff 
the claims asserted in this paragraph. 
36. In answering Paragraph 36, Plaintiff and third party Defendant deny the information of 
this paragraph. 
FIRST AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
Frontier Development maintains that Michael Horn operated at all times within his 
authority under Frontier Development LLC and/or Open Range Homes LLC. The Defendant has 
failed to state a cause of action against Mr. Horn upon which relief may be granted. 
SECOND AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
The Defendant/Counter-claimants have received, approved and enjoyed the benefits of 
the requested construction services, to their benefit and financial gain. The Defendant/Counter-
claimants owe money for the work completed, and/or the benefit and value of the services 
performed. 
THIRD AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
The claims of the Defendant/Counter-claimant are barred by the doctrines of the 
Equitable Estoppel and Laches. 
FOURTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
The claims filed by the Defendant/Counter-claimants in Count Two and Count Three are 
improperly alleged and claimed, and under Idaho Law fail to state a claim under which relief 
granted. The Counter-claimants seek dismissal of the said counts. 
ATTORNEY FEES 
Counter-defendants been required to retain services of Swafford Law Office, 
Chartered to defend this Counterclaim. Counter/defendants should awarded its attorney fees 
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and costs in this matter pursuant to LC. §§ 12-120, 12-121, l.R.C.P. Rule 54 and all other 
applicable rules and statutes. 
WHEREFORE the Plaintiff requests Judgment as follows: 
1. That the Plaintiff receive judgment on the Complaint filed herein. 
2. That the Defendants' counterclaim against Plaintiff be dismissed. 
3. Plaintiff further requests attorney's fees and costs for the necessity of defending this 
action pursuant to Idaho Code§§ 32-704, 32-705, 12-121, and Idaho Rules of Civil 
Procedure Rule 54. \I ;J 
DATED this J2_ ~cl May, 2009. 
S\VAFFORD LAW OFEl E, CHARTERED 
£ 
R ,E 
Attorneys for Plaintiff/Counter-defendant 
SET OF INTERROGATORIES 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY that on this day I caused to be a true correct of the 
foregoing document on the parties designated below and by the method of delivery indicated: 
Frederick]. Hahn, III 
Hahn Law Office, PLLC 
310 Elm Street 
P.O. Box 50698 
Idaho Falls, ID 83402 
~-
DATED this j_J_ day of May, 2009. 
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frontier Development 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
Louis Caravella and Patricia 
Caravella 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Defendants. ) 
~~~~~~~~~) 
J 
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Case No. €R 02=9§8 
MINUTE ENTRY 
The above noted case was called on 18 August 2009 by the Honorable 
Gregory W. Moeller for hearing on the plaintiff's Motion Extending Deadline for 
Discovery Responses. Present were Frederick Hahn,, the attorney for the 
defendant, Court Reporter David Marlow and clerk Phyllis Hansen. The attorney 
for the plaintiff1 Mr. Ron Swafford, was not present. The clerk informed the 
court that her office had received a call from Mr. Swafford's office during the 
noon hour stating that he was going to vacate the hearing. Mr. Hahn said that 
he had never received notice about the hearing and had only received a phone 
call from Mr. Swafford's office a few minutes ago as he was pulling in to the 
parking lot for another hearing. 
Judge Moeller vacated the hearing. 
Dated this 1gth day of August 2009 
COURT MINUTES 
CV-2009-0000068 
Frontier Development Group1 LLC vs. Louis Caravella1 etal. 
Hearing type: Status Conference 
Hearing date: 9/1/2009 
Time: 2:34 pm 
Judge: Gregory Vv Moeller 
Courtroom: 
Court reporter: David Marlow 
Minutes Clerk: PHYLLIS HANSEN 
Tape Number: 
Ron Swafford PA 
Fred Hahn DA 
J calls case 
J several motions 
PA - filed mine first - other three motions were not filed and served timely 
J - motion to appear by telephone signed 
Motion to shorten time 
DA all of motions interconnect; al related to same issue 
Think all heard at one time 
J - grant Order to Shorten Time 
' 
,, ' 
237 
- sent affidavit few minutes ago on attempts to set depositions 
Time line of events 
Had difficulty setting those dates 
Still trying to set depositions of Caravella' s 
Ask court to delay our time to respond until we take their depositions 
242 
J - why do you need to take depositions before you can answer their Discovery 
PA - legal strategy 
J - couldn't answer "We don't know the answer" 
PA - keeps their feet to the fire 
J - still need 60 days 
PA only need to take depositions 
Will answer within 30 days' 
J have your clients been deposed 
PA - never been asked to be deposed 
246 
DA- general contractor against home owner 
Scope of agreed work and scope of work performed 
Strategy is an issue and it ought not to be 
Both 
they can 
documents and then hold depositions 
should be required to produce documents and answer Discovery as best 
Not taking part in gamesmanship 
Completely unfair to allow the plaintiff to 
251 
J - motion to compel subsumed in reply 
Yes 
PA - on family vacation 2 weeks in July 
254 
Motion to Consolidate 
DA - housekeeping issue 
Lien foreclosures 
J - do you object to Motion to consolidate 
PA - not sure; believe I probably will 
discovery advance of responding 
Yellowstone and Do It Yourself not party to any of these motions 
Suspect they would 
258 
DA- Yellowstone did receive notice based on service on Swafford because he is their 
attorney 
Lien foreclosures not subject to jury trial. 
Evidence will show D had nothing to do with Yellowstone Do I t Center 
302 
J - request for all exhibits - haven't identified yet 
DA-can 
J - on protection order 
- to extent they are able to identify I think they should provide them 
Yellowstone doesn't have notice because no one listed it in caption 
Has been served on me but done 6 days ago 
306 
J - issue order 
Hahn to prepare Order 
Motion for Extension - will grant and grant motion to compel Discovery 
Bother my answer within the next 21 days 
If not info not admissible at trial 
Some answers may not know 
Following days all depositions need to be completed in 35 days 
\/\Till deal with others as necessary 
Motion to Consolidate - concern is that don't issue inconsistent orders - make sense 
they be consolidated at this time 
May bifurcate at later date under CV 09-068 other case number is CV 09-223 
Motion for Protection - Subpoena is legitimate request 
Allow and trust counsel can make timely objection during depos 
Not require any answers tht would violate atty privilege 
Will grant third request for financial statements 
Request not made in bad faith 
Amend to request narrow -
Would grant motion to protect against that request 
312 
PA - don't have interrogatories outstanding doesn't help me; does help 
J -if don't want done before the depos, they are free to have after depos 
J - order going to allow follow up depositions 
PA - that requires me to answer their Discovery before they have to give me any 
J - that was your decision 
PA - ask they provide the documents I requested 
J - could file tomorrow then they would have to answer before the depositions 
DA - rule changed to 30 days 
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J - you have 21 days to provide answers and after that days to provide depositions 
They have a right to have interrogatories answered 
318 
Jany reason why shouldn't set for trial 
PA don't know what their claims are yet 
J - 6 months time 
PA- could 
DA can 
DA- 8 week trial in Ada County beginning April 
J - set March 3 - 5 court trial 
Pre-trial 116 Feb 11:00 a.m. 
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FRONTIER DEVELOPMENT GROUP, LLC, 
and MICHAEL HORN, 
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~~--~~-ON THE MOTION TO 
CONSOLIDATE 
Pursuant to the Defendants' I Counterclaimants' Motion to Consolidate this action with 
Yellowstone Do It Center v Caravella, Teton County Case CV-2009-226, and the arguments 
of counsel, Court finds that the interest of Judicial Economy, and to ensure that consistent 
rulings are made with respect to the two cases, the cases shall be consolidated and all filing shall 
be made Case No. CV-09-068. 
~~~ .sJ-~d this_\_ day of September, 2009. 
2 ORDER ON THE MOTION TO 
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Swafford Law Office, Chartered 
Ronald L. Swafford, Esq. 
525 Ninth Street 
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THE DISTRICT COURT 
COURT MINUTES 
CV -2009-0000068 
Frontier Development Group, LLC vs. Louis Caravella, etal. 
Hearing type: Motion to Continue Trial 
Hearing date: 2/16/2010 
Time: 2:53 pm 
Judge: Gregory W Moeller 
Minutes Clerk: PHYLLIS HANSEN 
Ron Swafford 
Fred Hahn 
J calls case; reviews 
Swafford want to argue 
Hahn neither case is ready for trial 
Should be reset in the fall 
Swafford sent out Order Sept 1; no one objected 
Im port ant to us to keep trial setting 
Provided witness list timely 
Number of people who have not been paid; delay is extremely harmful to a lot of 
people who are waiting to be paid 
We are ready for trial on the set date 
We will forego deposition if we can keep the trial date 
J - is this depo of Spaulding 
Swafford - yes but we will fore go that 
Veri important for trial fo go on 
J - can't 
Hahn - dispute on whether contractors are entitled to be paid 
Relates to construction of home 
What work was authorized and completed 
Caravellas are from Ohio 
We need to take those depostions 
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J explain interactions between the two cases 
Hahn - believe they have paid 
Horn is general contractor; no evidence of contractor disclosure statement 
Nothing required his ~~~·~i~,u 
Not ripe for trial 
300 
J how much more time needed 
Hahn - mid-summer 
prior to court's order 
Eight week trial in Boise in April 
J not too reluctant to give additional time but not willing to go to November 
Could give you 30 June 02 July 
Hahn- will make that Vlork 
Swafford will make work but reluctant to continue 
J one case is fairly recent cases are interconnected 
Continue March 3 reset for Court trial June 30 - July 02 
J order complete mediation by May 31 
by May 1 agree on mediator notify court and will appoint one 
Discovery deadlines will be moved back; no new Order 
Hahn to prepare Order 
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CARAVELLA, 
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Defendants I Counterclaimants Louis and Patricia Caravella ("Caravellas"), by and 
through their counsel of record Racine Olson Nye Budge & Bailey, Chtd. pursuant to Rule 56 of 
the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure hereby moves for the Court's Order granting a partial 
Summary Judgment with respect to Count Three of the Counterclaim, their claim for violation of 
the Idaho Consumer Protection Act. Caravellas' seek an Order as to liability relating to its 
claims against Michael Hom and Frontier Development Group, LLC for violation of the Idaho 
Consumer Protection Act. 
This Motion is based upon the Affidavits of Frederick J. Hahn, III, Louis Caravella, 
Patricia Caravella and is supported by a Memorandum in Support of the Motion for Partial 
Summary Judgment. Oral argument is respectfully requested. 
J}f~ 
Dated this _nay-ofAugust, 2010. 
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FREDERICK J. HAHN, III, being first duly sworn on oath deposes and states as follows: 
1. I am an attorney with Racine Olson Nye Budge & Bailey, Chtd., counsel for the 
Defendants I Counterclaimants Louis and Patrica Caravella ("Caravellas"). I make this 
Affidavit based on my own personal knowledge except as stated otherwise in Support of 
Caravellas' Motion for Partial Summary Judgment as to Count Three of the 
Counterclaim. 
2. Attached hereto as Exhibit "A" is a true and correct copy of the cover page and pages 
114-124, 131-141, 153-159 and 247-251 and Exhibits 4, 5 and 9 from the Deposition of 
Michael Horn and Frontier Development Group, LLC, which was taken on August 4, 
2010. 
3. Attached hereto as Exhibit "B" is a true and correct copy of the Frontier Development 
Group, LLC's and Michael Hom's Responses to the Caravellas' Discovery Requests 
relating to LC. § 45-525 and violation of the Idaho Consumer Protection Act claims. 
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3 e-mails on the various subdivisions with Lou. What 
4 do you recall next happening with Mr. Caravella? 
5 A. 1 think in April of'08 he flew out 
6 for a visit of the area. 
7 Q. Okay. Did you meet him at the 
8 airport? 
9 A. No. 
1 0 Q. What do you recall of that trip out? 
11 A. He had set up a meeting with his 
12 agent, Mark Griese. Mark Griese asked me if] 
1 3 could meet with them and go up to the River Rim 
14 house. 
1 S Q. Do you remember when in April by 
1 6 chance? Early April? Late April? Snow on the 
1 7 ground? 
1 8 A. I don't recall. Sometime in April. 
9 Q. So you met with him in April. And 
2 0 where did you meet first? Mr. Griese's office? 
1 A. No. 1 think Mr. Caravella rented a 
2 2 car and drove over the pass and stopped in Teton 
2 3 Springs at my house, and along the way of showing 
2 4 him my house, then drove from Victor to Driggs. 
2 S Mr. Griese's office was in I don't 
remember if he 1 think he followed us out to 
2 River Rim Ranch or something. 
3 Q. V/ho was with Lou in that first 
4 meeting, do you recall? 
5 A. I don't recall. 
6 Q. Was his wife with him? 
7 A. I don't recall if that was the first 
8 or second meeting. 
9 Q. But they hadn't purchased the home at 
10 that point in time? 
11 A. No. 
12 Q. So from your home where did you go? 
13 A. Well, ljust showed him some of the 
14 projects under construction in Teton Springs, 
15 including my house. And then we just drove to 
1 6 Driggs where Mr. Griese joined up and then up to 
1 7 River Rim Ranch. 
8 Q. You went directly to the River Rim 
1 9 Ranch project? 
20 A. Yes. 
2 1 Q. Do you know why? Had he zeroed in on 
2 2 that project at that point in time? 
2 3 A. I don't know if he zeroed in on it 
2 4 He wanted to see that half-completed house, yes. 
2 5 Q. Did Mr. Griese go with you to the 
@j_da. t 
15 
3 Q. Tell me, what did you You just 
4 toured the outside? Did you walk tlu·ough the 
5 inside? 
6 A. The house was in a complete state of 
7 disarray as shmvn in those pictures. 
8 Q. It was in essentially the same state 
9 as the pictures in Exhibit *-2? 
10 A. Yes. And just walked the exterior and 
11 then walked the floor plan. That was it. 
12 Q. Did you keep notes of the meeting or 
13 the job walk? · 
14 A. No. 
15 Q. Did Mr. Griese keep notes, do you 
16 know? 
1 7 A. I don't think so. 
18 Q. Have you discussed that site walk with 
1 9 Mr. Griese since this litigation 
20 A. No. 
21 Q. commenced? 
22 A. No. 
2 3 Q. How long were you at the site with 
2 4 Mr. Griese and Mr. Caravella? 
2 5 A. Less than an hour. 
Page 
1 Q. And you had the plans that are Exhibit 
2 *-2 with you, or one of you had those plans at the 
3 time, correct? 
4 A. I didn't have any plans, no. 
5 Q. Do you believe that Lou Caravella had 
6 these plans with him at the time you walked the 
7 site in April? 
8 A. Mr. Caravella did not have any plans 
9 with him in April, no. 
0 Q. You say that pretty definitively. How 
11 do you know that? 
12 A. Because he didn't have any plans. 
13 None of us had anything in our hands. 
14 Q. You had these plans in your files 
15 though, correct? 
16 A. No. 
1 7 Q. You didn't have a copy of the Rick 
18 Meyers plans in the Frontier Development files? 
9 A. Not at that time, no. 
2 0 Q. What other prqjects did you visit? By 
21 visit I mean view with Lou Caravella and Mr. Griese 
2 2 or just Lou Caravella. 
2 3 A. The house across the street, 956 
2 4 Point; my house in Teton Springs, 23 Teton 
2 5 Springs Parkway. And we probably drove past some 
30 (Pages 114 to 117) 
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1 of the other houses under construction. I don't 
2 think we got out and walked around them. 956 
3 Angler Point, the house across the street from the 
4 project house, we actually visited. 
5 Q. You walked him through that house? 
6 A. Yes. 
7 Q. It was partially completed? 
8 A. Probably 80 percent. Everything was 
9 done on the exterior, and we were fully engaged in 
1 0 the interior finish. 
11 Q. Who was perfonning the exterior finish 
12 as you recall? 
13 A. Interior finish. 
14 Q. Okay. 
::> A. The exterior was done when 
16 Mr. Caravella --
17 Q. Remind me, who did the exterior finish 
1 8 on that house. 
19 A. Well, it was a combination. The 
2 0 roofer we've covered. 
21 Q. I don't know that we talked about 
2 2 siding or stone? 
2 3 A. Well, siding on 956 Angler Point, I 
2 4 believe that was Chad Jensen, who we let do the 
5 because he didn't have another,.,..,,"""""' 
1 project to go on to. Stone work at that time was 
2 Nicheel Vance, who had a masonry group at that 
3 time. 
4 Q. And you'd done other projects with 
5 that mason? 
6 A. Yeah. Stone masons I've used, there 
7 was probably three different masons I've used. 
8 Q. And who were they? 
119 
9 A. Nicheel Vance; Romero Masonry; and the 
1 0 third one I can't remember his name right now. 
11 Q. So you toured these projects. Was Lou 
12 Caravella only in town for one day, do you recall? 
1 3 A. I don't recall. After that -- after 
l 4 the time I spent with him, I didn't see him again. 
1 5 So I don't know where he went. 
1 6 Q. What happened next with vis-a-vis you 
1 7 and Lou Caravella? 
18 A. Well, there might have been a few more 
1 9 e-mail exchanges. At some point he purchased the 
2 0 house. And then he came back out after he 
2 1 purchased the house for another in-person visit. 
2 2 Q. When you walked the Meyers house --
2 3 I'm calling it the Meyers house because the 
2 4 Caravellas had not purchased it -- with Lou, what 
2 5 percentage complete do you believe the interior 
rt@i .net T 
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1 framing was? 
2 A. On the Meyers house? 
3 Q. Yes. And I'm talking about your April 
4 2008 inspection with Mr. Caravella. 
5 A. I can't really put a percentage of 
6 completion. The interior walls had been framed. 
7 The studs were exposed. There was no drywall or 
8 insulation or anything. The walls had been framed 
9 with either two-by-fours or two-by-sixes depending 
10 on the section. Mr. Meyers had left the project 
11 with a master bathroom that was totally changed 
12 from the original plans. I think Mr. Caravella 
13 expressed desires to look at that area again. The 
14 area above the garage was not complete. It was 
15 as undefined by Mr. Meyers. 
16 Q. When you say it wasn't complete, you 
1 7 mean framing wasn't complete? 
18 A. Well, Mr. Meyers had designated that 
19 room as a game room, I believe. We had actually 
2 0 stubbed down some pony walls. It was a fairly low 
2 1 hanging ceiling. Instead of having the ceiling 
2 2 come down to the floor, we put some pony walls 
2 3 along the side. I think when Caravella walked 
2 4 through, he expressed some intentions of possibly 
2 5 that room once he bought the house to some 
Page 121 
1 kind of an in-law suite or something. 
2 Q. So would you gauge the interior 
3 framing to be 90 percent complete in tenns of 
4 framing up walls other than the areas that -- the 
5 game room and the master bathroom? 
6 A. Well, I can't put a percentage on it 
7 It would be substantially complete. 
8 Q. And at some point did you note any 
9 deficiencies in the framing or things that needed 
10 to be fixed or beefed up in the framing to Lou? 
11 A. I brought up to Mr. Caravella's 
12 attention that there was glulam on the -- well, as 
13 far as construction deficiencies, at that point 
14 there wasn't any deficiencies per se. The work was 
15 not complete. We had other structural framing work 
1 6 that still needed to be completed in addition to 
1 7 interior, you know, decisions on the various 
18 framing of doors and windows and stuff 
19 Q. You mentioned the glulam? 
2 0 A. Uh-huh. 
21 Q. Was the glulam on site? 
22 A. Yes. 
2 3 lt just hadn't been installed? 
2 4 A. It was installed. 
2 5 Q. So what needed to be done with the 
31 (Pa s 118 to 121) 
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' glulam? .L 
2 A. ·niat whole area had a bearing point 
3 that needed to come down and -- come down through 
4 the garage. We needed to put a footing in the 
5 garage, the floor, and put a vertical support to 
6 shore up the bearing point. 
7 Q. And is that -- so you were going to 
8 put a concrete pier to support the glulam, a pier 
9 and a post? 
10 A. That's part of this. 
11 Q. And were those depicted on the 
12 construction plans, or is that something that you 
13 believed needed to be done? 
14 A. At the time Scott Norman had 
15 indicated -- hadn't actually done business with 
16 Scott before. 111e house had been vacant for 14 
17 months. We pulled off the project 14 months ago. 
18 And Scott had brought to my attention he thought 
19 that the beam might require some additional support 
20 than was depicted on the original plans. 
21 Q. So did you bring Mr. Norman in after 
22 Mr. Caravella showed interest in the house to 
23 identify that, or at what point in time did he 
24 become involved? 
25 A. He-- I think he was 
l gain some business, and I think he was trying to 
2 provide a helpful hand. And towards the end of the 
3 project before it shut down with Meyers, he just 
4 walked through the house and said, hey, that looks 
5 like a pretty big glulam that might possibly need 
6 some more vertical support. 
7 Q. And Mr. Norman, he works for 
8 Yellowstone Do It Center? 
9 A Yes. 
10 Q. So would that have been your first 
11 contact with Mr. Norman at the end of the Meyers 
12 project? 
3 A No. I mean, I was at the time looking 
14 for a better source of a material supplier. I 
15 wasn't real happy with BMC or Stock Lumber. 
16 Q. How come? 
17 A. Just the service. They were so 
18 swamped and so busy. I couldn't get any discounts. 
19 At the time, as you can tell, I had a fairly 
20 significant number of very large homes under 
21 construction. I didn't feel like I was getting the 
22 very best price from Stock or BMC. And Scott at 
23 the time was somewhat unknown to me. I didn't even 
24 really know where Yellowstone Do It Center was at 
25 the time. And he approached me. He wa<; trying to 
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get some business for his company, and he started 
his side which is S&D Electronics. 
Q. Yeah, I thought that was the same 
Scott. 
A. Which is not related to Yellowstone Do 
It Center, but it's Scott's company. I hired him 
to do some electronics work on some of the other 
projects, supplying TVs and stuff, consumer -- once 
a project is done, like on my personal house he 
supplied the 1Vs and stuff. And he was saying, 
hey, you should maybe consider using us for 
building materials. And --
Q. So ifl'm understanding you correctly, 
with respect to the Meyers construction up to the 
point it had shut down or just before it was shut 
down, Yellowstone Do It Center had not been 
supplying the material to that project? 
A. No. 
Q. Who had supplied the building 
material? 
A. It was split between Stock or BMC. 
Q. So tell me, just a side note, how did 
you meet Scott Norman? 
A. I don't recall exactly how I met him. 
Just in word of mouth. And at the time he 
was doing work for other contractors in the area. 
Again, I met him through the electronics center at 
S&D. 
Q. But really hadn't had much interaction 
wit.11 him up until the end of the Meyers project 
other than to purchase some electronics? 
A. True. All those houses you 
mentioned -- the houses built in '06, '07 he did 
not supply any of those -- none of that lumber. It 
12 
was all through Stock or BMC. So Scott was brought 
in more or less, if you want to call the life cycle 
of my construction activity, maybe half\vay through. 
And it appears what he provided was outstanding. 
It took me a while to accept it or to give him a 
chance, so to speak. 
Q. Sure. Small company in Rigby? 
A. Small company in Rigby combined with 
-- typically the framing crews that I used were 
more comfortable with Stock or BMC at the time. 
Stock and BMC reps would always come through the 
job sites, and nothing illegal, but they would buy 
the guys lunch or do something nice for them and 
develop their relationships. And so Scott was at 
that time in the Teton Valley in general relatively 
unknown. And he ended up supplying materials for 
32 ( p es 122 to 125) 
208.529. 291 
Deposition of: chae Horn 
T 
Page 126 
1 other contractors. But what he offered me was free 
Page 128 
1 or three houses in there. Some of the houses were 
2 delivery at the time. 2 halfway through construction, so it's not a 
3 Wow. That's big. 3 definitive break. You just transition from one 
4 A. On-site help with materials. In other 4 material -- or two material suppliers to one. 
5 words, we didn't have to call him and give him a 5 Scott also provided the clients a lower cost than 
6 laundry list of stuff we needed. He would 6 BMC or Stock. I was never told their official 
7 almost -- he would -- one of his representatives 7 markup. At the minimum it was 15 markup, and l 
8 would be there almost on a daily basis, and we 
9 could just walk around the job site and say we need 
1 0 this, this, this and this. 
11 Q. So ifl'm understanding you correctly, 
12 you had a long-established relationship with BMC 
1 3 and Stock? 
8 believe it was as high as possibly 30 percent 
9 markup on certain materials. 
10 Q. That's Stock and BMC --
1 A. Yes. 
12 Q. -- you're talking about? 
13 A. So ifI buy an item from them, their 
1 4 A. Not long but a couple of years, yes. 14 markup could be anywhere from 15 to 30 percent. lt 
15 Q. Well, 2005 to 2007? 15 gets passed onto the client because that's the 
16 A. True. 16 price. And then I put my contracting fee on top of 
1 7 Q. End of'07. You knew Mr. Norman from 7 it. Scott was willing to go to a deal of 
1 8 S&D Electronics, and he approached you and 1 8 1 0 percent above his cost. 
1 9 indicated that he had another position with 19 Q. I see. 
2 0 Yellowstone and maybe could do some work with 2 0 A. That's what he told me. I had full 
21 you -- 2 1 confidence 311d faith that's what he would charge 
22 A. Yes. 2 2 me. I only see the end invoice. So ifl buy 
2 3 Q. -- on projects. And he didn't supply 2 3 siding from somebody, I get the invoice from 
2 4 any materials -- or Yellowstone didn't supply any 2 4 Yellowstone that shows the total bill. I don't 
materials on the until the hiatus 2 5 know his cost on that. But he told me he was 
127 
1 or end of that project? 1 
2 A. True. 2 
3 Q. So ifl'm understanding you correctly, 3 
4 you decided to utilize him, give him an opportunity 4 
5 to perfonn on the renewed or resumed construction 5 
6 of the Meyers project if you were to do that? 6 
7 A. Yes. 7 
8 Q. So the first project you really used 8 
9 Yellowstone from a material supplier standpoint was 9 
10 this resumption of the Meyers home? 10 
11 A. No. 11 
12 Q. What other home prior to that had you 12 
13 used him on? 13 
1 4 A. During that hiatus 14 months when the 1 4 
15 Meyers home was completely shut down, at some point 15 
1 6 in there l started using Yellowstone. It wasn't 1 6 
1 7 specifically for the Caravellas once we started 1 7 
18 back up on that. I had been using Scott for 18 
19 probably a year before that. 1 9 
2 0 Q. Okay. 1 see. So do you know what 2 0 
21 projects you used Yellowstone on during that year 21 
2 2 hiatus? 2 2 
2 3 A. It gets fuzzy. It would have been 2 3 
2 4 definitely Curtis Circle, the house in Jackson. 2 4 
2 5 think 1 Targhee. 129 Cherry Grove. Probably two 2 5 
rt@i .ne T&T 
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marking things up approximately 10 percent, which 
is way below industry standard. 
Q. Did you ever ask him what his costs 
were to verify that markup? 
A. Well, I'm not privy to that 
information. 
Q. But did you ever ask, I mean? 
A. Well, yes, I believe I asked. But 
siding's a spot market. The price of siding 
changes at least on a weekly if not a monthly 
basis. So based on my history, if you will, of 
Stock and BMC of ordering similar supplies, I could 
tell that my cost I was passing onto the client was 
substantially less for the same items. 
Q. And I think you mentioned that 
Mr. Norman had an occasion to walk through the 
Meyers house at or near the time it was shut down, 
and he looked up at a glulam beam and indicated 
that it may need some additional structural 
support. Do you recall that? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Do you have any notes or records 
regarding that observation? 
A. No. He told me in person. He took it 
upon himself to have l forget the name of the 
33 es 126 0 12 9) 
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company -- some engineer he had worked with on a 
regular basis do some calculations and draft up a 2 
132 
had taken a page out of it and marked up a bunch of 
stuff and sent it. lfI recall it was mostly 
proposed fix or enhancement or improvement, if you 3 
will, whatever. 4 
Q. Do you believe that those costs were 5 
passed on to Mr. Meyers, the engineering costs? 6 
electrical stuff 
Q. Okay. And it says you discussed it 
with your subs and construction foreman. Which 
subs did you discuss it with? 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
A. I don't think there was any that I 7 
b~~ 8 
Q. Did Mr. Nonnan walk through the entire 9 
project at the time he spotted the issue with the l 0 
A. Probably would have been Nephi's 
Electric; the plumber, Three Peaks Plumbing; and at 
that time a combination of Scott Norman and Neal 
Hikida. 
glulam? 11 
A. Yes. 2 
Q. Did he note any other potential 13 
construction -- strike that. 1 4 
Did he note any other potential 15 
strnctural issues with the framing or construction? 1 6 
A. No. 17 
Q. Who is Neal Hikida? 
A. Rafter-H Construction. 
Q. You better spell Hikida for us. 
A. H-i-k-i-d-a. 
Q. And it says construction foreman. Who 
was your construction foreman? 
A. Again, that was the use of the term. 
19 
20 
Q. Just the glulam? 18 
A. Yes. 19 
Q. Where was that located? 2 0 
He's not an employee. At the time I was using Neal 
Hikida as an on-site supervisor, slash, foreman, if 
you will. 
21 A. It's above the garage in the 2 1 Q. You say he wasn't an employee at the 
time. Was he ever an employee? 22 mother-in-law suite or family room, if you will, 22 
23 
24 
25 
above the garage. 2 3 A. No. 
Q. Wbat-- 24 Q. Did you have a written agreement with 
Mr. Hikida? A. Second floor. 2 5 
Page 131 
1 Q. Meyers was going to use as the game 
2 room? 
3 A Yes. 
4 (Exhibit *-5 marked.) 
5 Q. BY :!'AR. HAHN: I'm handing you what's 
6 been marked as Exhibit * -5. Does Exhibit * -5 
7 appear to be a true and accurate copy of an e-mail 
8 dated May 12, 2008, from you to Lou Caravella? 
9 A. Yes. 
10 Q. And it starts off, Lou, I have the 
11 drawings and narratives you sent and discussed it 
12 with my various subs and construction foreman 
1 3 today. Do you see that? 
1 A No. 
2 Q. Did you ever have a \Witten agreement 
3 with Mr. Hikida? 
4 A. No. 
5 Q. It says because we are trying to 
6 remain within what fits a $50,000 allowance, we 
7 will need to do the following in phase 1. 
8 Now let's talk about the $50,000 
9 allowance. That's a budget or allowance figure 
10 that Lou Caravella gave you, correct? 
11 A. False. 
12 Q. Where did the 50,000 come --
13 A Mr. Caravella originally gave us a 
33 
14 A. Yes. 14 figure of $250,000, witnessed by four individuals. 
15 Q. And the plans you're referring to 15 Q. Who were the four individuals? 
16 would be the plans which are Exhibit *-2, correct? 16 A. Neal Hikida, Nephi Gibson, Scott 
1 7 A. No. 1 7 Norman, and I believe Doug Rammel. 
8 Q. What construction plans were you 18 Q. Who is Doug Rammel? 
1 9 referring to, drawings? 19 A. The plumber. 
2 0 A. He didn't provide the construction 2 0 Q. And where was this conversation? 
21 plans. 21 A. During Mr. Caravel la's second visit to 
2 2 Q. You say I have the drawings and 2 2 the house. 
2 3 narratives. What drawings are you talking about? 2 3 Q. It would have been prior to May 12th? 
2 4 A. He had sent a one-page -- he got a set 2 4 A. I don't recall. It would have been 
2 5 of plans from somewhere. It wasn't from me. He 2 5 right around there. Either before or slightly 
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after. 
Q. Tell me where this took 
A. At the house. 
Q. Anyone else present other than the 
four individuals, you, and Lou Caravella? 
A. No. 
Q. And tell me exactly what was said, not 
in exact words, hut what was your understanding of 
the $250,000 number? 
A. Well, there was never a firm 
understanding of what Mr. Caravella wanted until 
later in the project. He initially said he would 
-- again, it's quite obvious that I gave him 
figures of 7 50,000 to a million to complete the 
house. He initially suggested he had $250,000 
initially to start work on the house. And l 
believe that's in e-mails. Not in this e-mail but 
either before or after this e-mail. 
He did mention this e-mail is 
correct. He did mention at one time an initial 
allowance of $50,000 to start work. However, in 
subsequent e-mails right after this, that figure 
changed. The point I was trying to make to 
Mr. Caravella the e-mail is 
Page 135 
that -- two things. A, the house needed -- because 
you can tell from the condition of the house in 
these pictures, Exhibit --
Q. *-2? 
A. * -2, the house was not in very good 
condition. It had been exposed to the elements for 
well over a year. That was a bad winter. Inere 
\Vas snow in the house when Mr. Caravella visited 
the house. There was snow coming in through the 
ridge vents. \\/hen it rained, the house was 
drenched in rain. The Tyvek was ripped off 
exposing the OSB to further possible damage due to 
the elements. So what I told Mr. Caravella was 
that, hey, we need to get this house buttoned up, 
wrapped up before the next winter. In subsequent 
e-mails to this, Mr. Caravella agreed to that 
amount of work. 
Q. What amount of work? 
A. To get the house sealed up before the 
next winter hit. 
Q. That was the first and foremost in 
your mind and Lou Caravella's mind, correct? 
A. Yes. It's verified in e-mails. For 
$50,000 I couldn't accomplish what he ultimately 
charged me to do. 
rt@i .net T 
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1 Q. Well, it says we will need to do the 
2 following in phase 1, one, shore up the remaining 
3 structural framing? 
4 A. Correct. 
5 Q. Tel1 me what you're referring to 
6 there. Is that the ridge beam you mentioned? 
7 A. True. 
8 Q. Anything else? 
9 A. Finish the ridge vents. And, 1 mean, 
1 0 for $50,000 --
11 Q. Let's stop for one second. I want to 
12 take them one at a time. Shore up the remaining 
13 structural framing? 
1 4 A. That's all I knew at the time. 
15 Correct. 
1 6 Q. So just the ridge beam that we've 
1 7 discussed? 
18 A. Structural, yes. 
19 Q. Was there any other structural framing 
2 0 that needed to be done? 
21 A. Not structural framing, but there was 
2 2 additional framing that needed to be done before a 
2 3 framing inspection could be called for. 
2 4 Q. Sure. You need to finish the 
2 5 bathroom. You needed to finish the 
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mother-in-law room? 
A. Correct. 
Q. And fix the ridge beam? 
A. Well, again, the ridge beam, I don't 
even know if it needed fixed. We never had called 
for a framing inspection in the original plans that 
Mr. Meyers provided by Mr. Robertson -- were built 
according to the plan and approved by the building 
department. We had the building permit issued, 
obviously. 
Q. I'm just trying to tie down these as 
we go. Any other --
A. Okay. 
Q. As you sit here today any other 
structural framing that comes to mind? 
A. No. 
Q. No? 
A. No. 
Q. Finish the ridge vents. Explain to me 
what you mean. What needed to be done? 
A. They weren't finished. TI1ey weren't 
complete. 
Q. Show me on the picture. 
A. These ridge vents are these additional 
structures on top of the roof itself And between 
35 (Pa s 134 to 137) 
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the ridge vent and the l 
Q. Main roof? 2 
A. the main roof: if you will, there 3 
was about a three or four-inch exposed gap that was 4 
never filled in. 5 
Q. And how is that filled in? Is that 6 
filled in with mesh or something that -- 7 
A Yes. 8 
Q. It's to accommodate airflow? 9 
A Yes. lC 
Q. So what needed to be done? You needed 11 
to install the mesh or the wire mesh underneath 12 
the -- 13 
A Yes. 14 
Q. Anything else that needed to be done? 15 
A You're talking about structural? 1 6 
Q. No, no. On the ridge vents? l 7 
A. They needed to be finished, completed. 18 
That's the answer to your question. 1 9 
Q. In addition to installing the mesh, 2 0 
what needed to be done to complete the ridge vents? 2 1 
A. I don't recall. They weren't 2 2 
finished. 2 3 
Q. And it says finish the stone around 2 4 
the house, which was about half when we 2 5 
1 stopped? 
2 A About half, correct. 
3 Q. Where was the stone purchased for the 
4 construction of the project under Mr. Meyers' 
5 ownership? 
6 A Most of my stone was purchased from 
7 Select Stone. 
8 Q. Did you have any on hand from the 
9 first phase of construction? By that I mean the 
l 0 Meyers construction. 
11 A No. 
12 Q. lt goes on to say once we have more 
13 funds so we can do phase 2, which will include: 
1 4 One, plumbing rough; two, electrical rough; three, 
15 siding. 
1 6 Did I read that correctly? 
1 7 A. Yes. 
1 8 Q. So once we have more funds. From that 
19 my understanding is that the $50,000 allowance 
2 0 would cover the first three items in phase 1, 
2 1 correct? Shore up the structural framing, finish 
2 2 the ridge vents, and finish the stone? 
2 3 A The stone according to the original 
2 4 plan where we stopped, correct. 
2 5 Q. The next paragraph about one, two, 
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three -- the end of three lines down, it says my 
materials guy Scott is completing the materials 
'-'""~'H'"'""' estimate this week. Because the framing 
require a journeyman framer to complete, it 
will be early June before I can get Neal or Rob 
into your house, period. I read that correctly? 
A Yes. 
Q. My materials guy Scott, is that Scott 
Norman? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Was Mr. Nonnan ever an employee of 
Frontier Development? 
A No. 
Q. It says, he was completing a materials 
package estimate. Did he ever provide you with a 
materials package estimate? 
A I don't believe so. None of us knew 
exactly what materials were required. 1 was trying 
to get from Scott just a general idea of what it 
was going to cost to get the structural framing 
done, the ridge vents done. And I can't remember 
at that time if we had looked at siding or not. 
Q. So you don't know what materials 
vm,;~uc"'v estimate that refers to? 
A. Well, I believe I answered 
Q. Does it relate to the --
A Materials required to start work on 
the project, correct. 
Q. At least for phase 1? 
A. Yes. 
Q. It says, framing issues require a 
journeyman framer to complete. Who was the 
journeyman framer you were intending to utilize? 
A. I didn't have one at the time. 
Q. So you didn't have anyone in mind to 
perfonn this work? 
A. Not as of May 12of2008, which I 
believe is before Caravella bought the house and 
before he had actually told me to start work on the 
house, no, I did not have a journeyman framer. 
Q. Who ultimately was the journeyman 
framer who had 
A. Combination 
Wadsworth Construction. 
Hikida and 
Q. To your knowledge what was 
Mr. Hikida's experience? 
A. Mr. Hikida had -- a second generation 
builder. 
Q. Had Mr. Hikida performed any of the 
41 
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Q. So when you say I went over the plans 
with Scott Norman, what plans are you referring to? 
A. Just a general plan. I didn't have 
any plans to go over with Scott Nonnan. It was the 
plan -- the context of this whole discussion from 
start to finish is the plan where we left off with 
Rick Meyers, which was my understanding and 
witnessed by several folks, that that's what 
Mr. Caravella wanted. 
Q. Who were the folks that you're 
referring to? 
A. Neal Hikida, Nephi Gibson, Scott 
Norman, Doug Rammell. 
Q. So the second to last paragraph, which 
says the plans were approved with the gravel 
driveway, is it your testimony that you still did 
not have 
A. 111ere was a site plan. 
Q. Okay. Did you have a site plan? 
A. 1 think I had a site plan, which is 
not architectural plans. It's just a God's eye 
view of the driveway and the footprint of the 
house. 
Q. I'm going to plow through some of 
these. 
151 
(Exhibit *-7 marked.) 
Q. BY MR. HAHN: Handing you what's been 
marked as Exhibit *-7. Again, an e-mail from your 
e-mail to Lou Caravella. It says, Lou, attached 
are pictures of the new Montana Moss stone I will 
be using on a $3 million house in Jackson and my 
next personal residence. 
TI1ere's some e-mails below between 
Chris -- is it Lackey, Luckey, Luckay? 
A. Uh-huh. 
Q. L-u-c-k-a-y. ls he your rep at 
Classic Stone -- or Select Stone? 
A. Yes. 
Q. In this time frame do you recall the 
discussions of what stone would be used? 
A. Well, this is one of many e-mails. 
I've turned over all the e-mails to you. I know 
you have more e-mails on stone than this. 
Q. I think we bave some coming up. Yeah. 
A. This Montana Moss -- I think, again, 
this is a snapshot of an ongoing discussion with 
Mr. Caravella about stone. As we've already 
discussed, approximately -- I don't know --
50 percent of the house was already complete per 
the with Rick That stone was called 
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Flatwillow stone. I think Mr. Caravella had asked 
me about additional types of stone, which would 
have been very difficult to use because there was 
already stone on the house. 
Montana Moss is a stone J did use on a 
house in Jackson. I did not use it on my next 
personal house. l never built my next personal 
house. And Mr. Luckay is basically describing the 
stone and offering to send samples. He sent some 
pictures, it looks like, but we never used that 
stone on Caravellas' house. 
(Exhibit *-8 marked.) 
Q. BY MR. HABN: And here's Exhibit *-8. 
Again, one of your e-mails. I don't think we need 
to spend a whole lot ohime. Again, it's the 
issue of selecting the stone. Do you know what 
stone was ultimately used? Was it the same stone 
that was the --
A. Yes. 
Q. -- Flatwillow? 
A. Yes. 
MR. SW Af'FORD: Can I get a copy? 
MR HAtIN: You bet. 
(Exhibit * -9 marked.) 
BY MR .. HAHN: I'm 
been marked as Exhibit *-9. Again, it's an e-mail 
from --
A. Are we going to discuss *-8? 
Q. I think we just briefly touched upon 
it It's still the stone issue, correct? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Okay. Moving on to *-9. Take a 
53 
minute. It's a series of e-mails, which I'll 
represent to you were documents that your counsel 
produced. Does it appear to be true, correct, and 
accurate? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Tum to page 3, if you would. 
MR. SW AFFORD: On No. *-8? 
MR. HAtIN: On *-9. And I didn't give you 
one. 
Q. BY MR. HAfIN: The first full e-mail, 
it's dated May 14th, 2008, from you to Lou 
Caravella. It says the stone would go on the 
utility room and guest suite walls above two-story, 
period. 111e ·wrap under the balcony it would 
wrap under the balcony. Excuse me. This is shown 
on A4.2 north and south exterior elevations. It's 
easier to envision in real life. 
in reference to A4.2 north and 
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1 south exterior elevations, that's a plan reference, 
2 isn't it? 
3 A. Yes. 
4 Q. So you did have some of the 
5 construction plans, which are Exhibit *-2, as of 
6 May 14, 2008, correct? 
7 A. No. 
8 Q. How did you refer to the plan A4.2, 
9 north and south exterior elevations if you didn't 
10 have it? 
11 A. It was an ongoing discussion with 
12 Mr. Caravella. And, ifl'm not mistaken, in a 
1 3 different e-mail he actually had sent that page. 
14 Q. But just that page? 
1 5 A. Yes. As I said earlier, he had sent a 
1 6 couple of pages from these eight by ten files. 
1 Q. Turning to page 2, the first e-mail of 
1 8 May 16th, it's an e-mail from Lou Caravella to you. 
1 9 It says, say, Mike, I'm trying to get an idea of 
2 0 what kind of funds I actually need to get where T 
2 1 want to be on my time schedule. I have your 
2 2 estimates for the full jobs, such as for plumbing, 
2 3 electrical, et cetera. However, I don't know the 
2 4 specifics about rough-in versus the full job, 
2 5 et cetera. So could, for instance, let me 
Page 1 5 
1 know what you estimate the exterior stone will be; 
2 the rough-in plumbing; the rough-in electric; the 
3 installation of HVAC duct; installation of 
4 insulation; and the roof work on ridges, I will 
5 have an idea of what kind of money I will need 
6 when. 
7 Do you see that? 
8 A. Yes. 
9 Q. So there was an agreement between 
1 0 Frontier Development or you and Mr. Caravella 
11 concerning limited items of the construction that 
1 2 would be performed, correct? 
1 3 A. I'm not going to --
1 4 MR. SW AFFORD: Object to the form, vague. 
15 THE WITNESS: -- agree to that. That's 
16 not --
1 7 Q. BY MR. HAHN: What was your 
1 8 understanding of what construction was performed in 
1 9 the initial phase? 
2 0 A. Ultimately Mr. Caravella provided an 
2 1 e-mail, which very specifically directed me to seal 
2 2 up the house before the next winter, which included 
2 3 the roof vents, all the all the stone. 
2 4 Directed me to insulate the house, which we never 
2 5 did, which required all the and 
.net 
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1 electrical to be done ahead of time before you 
2 insulate. 
3 Q. But that wasn't done either, right? 
4 A. No. So it would have required a 
5 complete diagram from him of exactly where he 
6 wanted plumbing and electrical fixtures. In 
7 addition, Mr. Caravella added windows. He added 
8 concrete to the exterior of the house in subsequent 
9 e-mails. So I can't agree to your statement of 
1 0 taking a small snapshot of one e-mail and saying 
11 that's what we agreed to because, ultimately, what 
12 I agreed to do wac; finish the house for him as far 
13 as getting it wrapped up so there was no more 
14 possible damage to the exterior or interior before 
1 5 winter hit. 
16 Q. And performing the structural framing 
1 7 work, correct? 
1 8 A. Correct. 
9 Q. And in the end we're going to go 
2 0 through these e-mails so it will unfold, but I 
2 l think it's fair to say at the end of the day the 
2 2 work that was perfonned included the stonework, 
2 3 correct? 
24 A. 
2 5 work? 
1 A. Correct. 
2 Q. 1be structural framing? 
3 A. It wasn't complete. 
4 Q. It was never completed? 
5 A. No. 
6 Q. Okay. What other work was performed? 
57 
7 Inose are the three elements that come to my mind, 
8 and the roof vents. 
9 A. I don't think those were completed 
10 either. 
11 Q. Okay. 
12 A. But when Mr. Caravella failed to make 
13 his final -- or not failed to make his final --
14 failed to make a payment approximately October of 
15 '08, which I then extended until November of '08, 
16 and eventually December of'08, where I didn't hear 
1 7 from him, we just -- I can't force people to work 
18 if you're not going to pay. I was paying these 
l 9 out of my own pocket to get to the stage we 
2 0 were at. 
21 Q. And then turning to the first -- the 
2 2 e-mail on the first page back to the same nvo-year 
2 3 estimates. It's an e-mail of May 16 from you to 
2 4 Lou Caravella. 
25 A. Which 
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1 Q. The first page of the exhibit. 1 
2 A. Okay. 2 
3 It says, I will round off the numbers 3 
4 for you, but, in general, this is what you're 4 
5 looking at in our desired order of accomplishment: 5 
6 SOK for exterior stone, framing 6 
Q. BY MR. HAHN: I'm handing you what's 
been marked as Exhibit *-10. Did you have a 
discussion with Lou Caravella regarding the fact 
that he was performing -- or intended to perform 
the construction with limited funding; he wasn't 
going to seek a bank loan? 
7 materials and labor, paren, in progress, stone 7 A. Mr. Caravella -- it depends on which 
8 delivered today, end paren? 8 
9 70K for plumbing, electrical, rough, 9 
1 0 and HV AC, paren, anytime you have the money, end 10 
11 paren. 11 
12 Next is 35K for exterior wrap, comma, 12 
13 siding, prestain, paren, need to do before 13 
14 November, end paren. 14 
e-mail you look at or what day you spoke to him how 
much money he had. One clay he had $250,000 to 
spend. 111e next clay he wanted to do it in $50,000 
increments with increments -- the time between 
increments undefined. So to meet his needs of 
wrapping the house up before the winter hit and 
doing the work that he did direct me in a 
1 5 The next bullet is l 5K for insulation. 15 
1 6 Can do anytime after mechanical rough. 16 
subsequent e-mail, I sent him near monthly invoices 
showing all the work that had been clone. 
1 7 And then the final bullet is 45K for 1 7 And up until October he made payments. 
1 8 drywall. Can do anytime after insulation. 18 
1 9 Did I read that correctly? 1 9 
2 0 A Yes. 20 
So there's no secrets to Mr. Caravella as to what 
was being performed or how much it was, at least in 
general, going to cost, as best as we could do, 
21 Q. And of those items the work that we 21 given the information he provided us. 
2 2 just went through the work that was performed, 2 2 Q. Looking at the first -- at the second 
paragraph, rather, it says getting all the 
mechanicals clone is strictly a function of 
2 3 exterior stone and framing and exterior wrap and 2 3 
2 4 siding -- it says sidling, but it's siding, 2 4 
2 5 correct? 2 5 -- funds Then it 
159 
1 A. Mine says siding. 
2 Q. Oh, you're right. I misread it. 
3 A. So what are you asking me? 
4 Q. I just wanted to make sure that my 
5 understanding -- we went through the work that you 
6 perfonned. 
7 A. Okay. 
8 Q. Then we went through the items that 
9 were listed in your e-mail, and they 
1 0 A. We did more work than what was 
11 described here. This e-mail was dated May 16 of 
12 2008. 
13 Q. And in the end of the day 
1 4 A. This was Jong before Caravella came 
15 out Caravella came out after this e-mail --
16 Q. Okay. 
1 7 A. -- and made numerous additions in 
18 addition to the work I described here. And, again, 
19 these are rough estimates. These are not bid 
2 0 figures. TI1ese are not calculated figures. These 
2 1 are ballpark estimates to a guy who's sending me an 
2 2 e-mail who hasn't even hired me yet to do any work 
2 3 and has yet to define exactly what work he wants 
2 4 clone or anything. 
2 5 (Exhibit *-10 marked.) 
Ta rt@i T&T 
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1 on to say a sentence later, my framing guys will be 
2 in the house around the mid to end of June. Do you 
3 recall whether that happened? Did you begin 
4 framing -- the framing work --
5 A. No. 
6 Q. -- mid to end of June? 
7 A. Couldn't make it. 
8 Q. Okay. Now, you mentioned that Lou 
9 Caravella -- you said directed. J might take issue 
1 0 with that, but --
11 A. I can show you the e-mail. 
12 Q. -- discussed additional work. 
13 A. Oh, yes. At length. 
14 Q. Tum to the second page of Exhibit 
15 0. 
16 A. Would you like me to read it to you? 
17 Q. Sure. 
18 A. I've been redesigning the horse 
19 stalls? 
2 0 Q. You have a different --
21 A. Okay. That's not work I described in 
2 2 this earlier e-mail. 
2 3 Q. The second page starts with I also 
2 4 want to get the electrical, plumbing, and, likely, 
2 5 HV AC and insulation done before it gets cold, but 
41 (P es 1 8 to 161) 
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1 Q. BY MR. HAHN: Handing you what's been 1 
2 marked as Deposition Exhibit *-34. And if you'd 2 
3 tum to the last page. Is that your signature? 3 
4 A. Well, when it comes to Mr. Struhs, I 4 
5 wouldn't know whose signature it is, since he's 5 
6 been -- it appears to be. 6 
7 Q. Okay. Is this a contract that you 7 
8 ~~ 8 
9 A. Actually, no. 9 
10 Q. Who drafted this contract, if you 10 
11 know? 11 
12 A. It would have been Mr. Struhs' 12 
l 3 designee at the time. 3 
14 Q. Who was his designee, if you know? 14 
15 A. A guy named Mr. Bruce Brunson. 15 
1 6 Q. Aud tell me who Bruce Brunson is. 1 6 
1 7 A. At the time he was a representative of 17 
18 Mr. Struhs. 18 
19 Q. Was he an attorney? 19 
20 A. No. 20 
1 Q. You know, I just need to -- I just 21 
2 2 need -- what's your understanding of what 2 
2 3 Mr. Brunson did for Mr. Struhs? 2 3 
2 4 A. He -- well, Mr. Brunson had some kind 2 4 
2 5 of a construction business or He 2 5 
1 worked either with or for Mr. at that time 1 
Mr. Struhs' company called AEPCo. And when 2 
3 Mr. Struhs decided to undertake the project in 3 
4 Teton Springs at 25 Ran1mell, initially Mr. Brunson 4 
5 was involved in the design of the house, the review 5 
6 of my budgets, and they produced this contract. 6 
7 Q. And you agreed to it? 7 
8 A. 1 think we made a few changes back and 8 
9 forth, but, yes. 9 
10 MR. SWAFFORD: When you say you, you mean 10 
11 him on behalf of Frontier Development Group, LLC? 11 
12 That's the contracting parties on the first page. 12 
13 THE WITNESS: Yes. 13 
14 (Exhibit * -3 5 marked.) 14 
15 Q. BYMR.HAHN: I'mhandingyouwhat's 15 
16 been marked as Deposition Exhibit *-35, which is a 16 
1 7 section from the Idaho Code. What I'd like you to 1 7 
1 8 focus on is paragraph 2 and the disclosures that 1 8 
19 are listed as 2, paren, A, end paren, D. 19 
2 0 Have you ever seen this document or this code 2 0 
21 section? 21 
22 A. Yes. 22 
2 3 Q. Have you ever given a general 2 3 
2 4 contractor disclosure, which includes the 2 4 
2 5 information listed at Idaho Code Section 45-525, 2 S 
a r @i .ne & 
paren, 2, end paren, A through D? 
I'v1R. SW AFFORD: A through D? 
MR. HAHN: Correct. 
1HE WITNESS: Yes. 
Page 248 
Q. BY MR. HAHN: So is there a written 
document that you've prepared which includes this 
information? 
A. Usually this information is provided 
through the course of the agreement of a contract 
and the funding source, which requires copies of my 
insurance or Frontier Development Group's 
insurance. The process of liening a property is 
usually controlled by the funding source. In this 
case I did tell Mr. Caravella of the rights of the 
various folks to lien his property if they weren't 
paid. 
Q. How did you tell him that? 
A. In an e-mail. 
Q. And it's in an e-mail that you 
provided? 
A. Oh, yes. 
Q. Did you advise the Caravellas of their 
rights to obtain lien releases from subcontractors 
and suppliers? 
A. l don't recall ifl did or not. 
Page 9 
Q. But you didn't obtain a \vritten 
disclosure signed by the Caravellas as identified 
in this code section, did you? 
A. Rephrase it. 
Q. You didn't obtain a written 
disclosure -- you didn't prepare a written 
disclosure statement as required by this code 
section --
A. Is it required? Does it require a 
written disclosure? 
Q. I believe it does. -- signed by the 
Caravellas? 
A. Well, beyond the e-mail, no. 
Q. So you don't have anything in your 
file where you made these disclosures and they 
signed acknowledging receipt of it? 
A. Well, they didn't enter into a 
contract with me. As far as the --
Q. And Frontier Development Group didn't 
do it either? 
A. Frontier Development Group is the 
contracting authority who holds the license in the 
State of Idaho and has insurance. The semantics 
here may have been unfamiliar to me at the time as 
to, quote, prior to entering into any contract in 
63 s 246 to 2 9) 
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the amount of exceeding $2,000. Sol guess that 
would require a legal interpretation whether that's 
WTitten or oral, both. So did Frontier Development 
Group make a mistake there? I'm not sure. 1 would 
have to confer with my attorney on that. 
Q. Okay. But if you --
A. I did --
Q. Excuse me. 
A. Frontier Development Group did inform 
the Caravellas of the right to lien ifthe payments 
weren't made, in an e-mail, which I believe you 
have. They did not sign a disclosure written 
disclosure acknowledging all these things, nor was 
one provided to them. 
MR. HA.I-JN: Okay. Great. Let's take just 
five minutes. I'm going to go through my notes. I 
think we're probably about done. 
Are you going to have any follow-up, 
Ron. 
MR. SWAFFORD: No, not today. 
(A recess was taken from 3:55 p.m. to 
3:57 p.m.) 
Q. BY MR. HAHN: Just one last follow-up. 
Do you know whether your wife was paid 
a commission on the of the home the 
251 
1 Caravellas? 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
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2 A. Yes. At the time she was a licensed 2 
3 real estate agent and there was a commission paid. 3 
4 I believe it was a reduced commission through 4 
5 Windermere Real Estate company. 5 
6 MR. HAJlN: Okay. That's all I have. 6 
7 MR. SWAFFORD: I just have a few questions. 7 
8 MR. HAHN: You just said you didn't. 8 
9 MR. SW AFFORD: I know, but I changed my 9 
1 0 mind. You know how lawyers are. 1 0 
11 11 
12 EXA.MINA TION 12 
13 BY MR. SWAFFORD: 
14 Q. Mr. Horn, did you ever represent to 14 
15 Mr. Caravella in any way, shape, or form that you 15 
16 were building this house personally as opposed to 16 
1 7 being an officer of this corporation? 1 7 
18 MR. HAl-lt'-J: Object to the fomL Leading. 8 
19 Q. BY MR. SW AFFORD: Go ahead. 19 
2 0 A. No. All communication, contact, 2 0 
21 everything, was in context of Frontier Development 21 
2 2 Group, LLC, dba Open Range Homes. 2 2 
2 3 Q. And how did you -- what address or 2 3 
2 4 identification did you put on each and every 2 4 
2 5 invoice you sent to Mr. Caravella for the purpose 2 5 
r @ ~De & 
Page 252 
of billing him for the services performed? 
A. e-mail communication was through 
builder@openrangehomes.com. invoice, which 
is shown in Exhibit *-30, was specifically 
addressed or produced by Frontier Development 
Group, LLC, dba Open Range Homes, PO Box 241, 
Driggs, Idaho 83422. This includes my telephone --
or telephone number, fax number, and e-mail address 
ofbuilder@openrangehomes.com. 
Q. V..1hen you originally constructed -- or 
partially constructed the home for Mr. Richard 
Meyers -- Richard Meyers? 
A. Rick Meyers. 
Q. -- Rick Meyers, under what name was 
the construction performed? 
A. Frontier Development Group, LLC. 
Q. And was there -- did you sign anything 
or execute anything with Mr. Meyers which would 
suggest that you intended to be personally liable 
or responsible for any portion of this? 
MR. HAHN: Object to the form. Leading. 
Q. BY MR. SW AFFORD: Go ahead. 
A. No. There was I believe there 
was -- well, a contract -- there was a contract 
with - I think there was a contract with Rick 
Page 2 
Meyers. 
Q. he was -- was he financing this 
through you mentioned earlier New Horizon? 
A. First Horizon --
Q. First Horizon. 
A. -- Bank, which --
Q. Did First Horizon Bank require you to 
have some sort of a written agreement with 
Mr. Meyers? 
A. I believe they did. 
Q. And then that vvritten agreement, how 
did you identify the entity which was building --
or person or entity which was building the 
residence? 
A. Frontier Development Group, LLC, to 
further that, the bank -- the banks -- I didn't 
always use -- well, the clients didn't always use 
First Horizon -- usually had their own contracts 
they made the contractors sign, which showed the 
name of the company, the contracting license 
number, insurance documents, and such. 
Q. You had mentioned earlier in your 
that you had a web site. What was the 
identification the entity on the web site? 
A. It was openrangehornes.com. 
s 250 to 253) 
208.529. 291 
Larren K. Covert 
From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 
Michael Horn [builder@openrangehomes.com] 
Thursday, March 20, 2008 9:04 AM 
'Louis Caravella' 
RE: River Rim 
• 
J am building one of the nicest homes in the Teton Valley right now on lot 2 7 in Cherry Grove. This is for' a Seattle guy and it sits on 
12·-acres. He went through the same decision making process and evaluated every development for months before buying in Cherry 
Grove. For him, River Rim was too far out He will also have a toy/horse barn We are doing a renewable energy wind turbine, etc --
and huge front entrance drive under. He bought the lot himself for $400K and my build cost on a typlcal high-end home is $250 SF 
base. Above and beyond the $250 SF is landscaping, special features suc11 as computer controlled smart home etc. Typical build cost 
on a 6000 SF house is $1.SM. 6000 SF is the magic number fm value because the extra 1000 SF above a 5000 SF house does not 
cost as much as the first 5000 SF. Basically you get tlie same number of rooms, just bigger rooms. With your lot and landscaping 
included, your pushing $2M. With a nice horse barn included - your pushing $2.5M. 
Said and done - you wont be disappointed and your property will be a legacy estate. If you wahtto do it cheaper, it certainly can be 
done, but you will have to make sacrifices in size and finish quality. 
My eJqJer ience with (good) barns is this - to do them right, foey cost near ly as much as a house. Up at River Rim Ranch I am almost 
complete on n 12,000 SF house with attuched horse barn and said and done with all the ventilation, hydronic heat, and living space 
above, it was about the same as the house . This was for an Orthopod from Houston as my wife caJls them - she is a CRNA at the 
local hospital and he~- the Dr fium Houston -- is much like you - he wants horses and views and does not play golf. For him River 
Rim is great and he enjoys the views. But he also does not nor will he ever iive there fulltime. He is strictly a second home owner 
who will use the property 2-weeks every season for a total of 8-weeJr..s a year. 
As I suid -- for me and Kathy - Cherry Grove is the better because we live here year round. If you're a genuine horse guy, I would 
suggest Cherry Grove because you have the huge indoor riding arena and boarding facility about 3/4 of a miJe down the road in 
Saddle back. Or you can buy a non-irrigated lot in Saddle back - however, the best phases have not been released yet for sale .. 
I have io run to an appointment but will send you some pictures later this afternoon and webcam iinks to some of my houses. 
LOTS: Yes, what l do is sell you the lot outright before we start construction but with a contract and deposit to buiid the house. 
Currently, I have the best lots in Cherry Grove including three lots which could be combined to make a huge horse ranch. J also !mow 
of an other private sale lot you could buy direct and maybe I you really want a true horse estate, I do have a 16-acre lot available that is 
not on the market 
I will get back to you later -
Thanks, 
Mike 
----Original Message----
From: Louis Cnravella [mailto:twoiz4u@msn.com) 
Sent: Thursday, March 20, 2008 8:42 AM 
To: Michael Horn 
Subject: RE: Rivei Rim 
1 
'Exhibit No.____B__ ~ 
Date: "l · Y-:-LO_ 
~(\ 
T& REPORTrNG 
Frontier00110 
"mwP.~iAtP ali of the information you have given me on the various options available. It certainly makes the decision more 
1nh>rP<hr.r1 but at the same time a bit more difficult . 
Question: You stated that you would not sell your Cherry Grove Jots outright. But would you sell them if one were to have you build 
a home on them? Should that be the case what would be the total cost for a home (about 5000 square feet) with a barn or some sort of 
a paddock area for horses, hay, and the like and perhaps a modest sized fenced in coral? Your typical great quality, energy efficient 
home, etc. without going over the top on the e).'i:reme1y high end stuff? 
Lou 
>From: buildet@openrangehomes.com 
>To: twoiz4u@msn.com 
> Suqject: River Rim 
>Date: Mon, 17 Mar 2008 17:55:50 -0600 
> 
> 
>Louis, 
> 
> 
> 
>The River Rim house was/is owned by a 26-year old kid from California who wru; given a zero down payment loan by the bank. He 
hired me to build the house after he had gone througb design with a local draftsman. About 50% complete, the kid filed personal 
banlauptcy and the bank cut-off the construction funds. The house has sat in the current state for about 1-year- The bank won't 
accept anything less than $800K, many have tried and all have been rejected. With the $400K lot included, approximately $L2M was 
elqmnded on the project. Given the potential $800K purchase price, the $400K Jot is free so to speak We need between $750K and 
$1 M to finish the prqject io high-end standards similar to my Teton Springs house. If you're looking for a second or primary home, 
the house is a very good deal if you like River Rim Ranch But if it is for spec!flip purposes, I would not recommend a spec house 
;m,vu1h'"'" right now, · 
> 
> 
> 
> Another opportunity is some beautiful equestrian properties I own in Cherry Gwve I have one 6000 SF house under construction 
for a Seattle guy on a 12-acre inigated lot He will also a horse barn on the prnperty after the house is done. This house has 
potential investment opportunity for the right partner, considering the Seattle guy is a second home user and looking to split the house 
with some pa;tnern. 
> 
> 
> 
> Or -you could start from scratch and build your own house in Cheny Grove. I have the four best lots in the subdivision available as 
build to suit, but I won't sell them outright Someday, these large irrigated equestrian lots wm be priceless - especially since are 
NOT within a golf course community which many find undesirable. I also like Saddleback but in all honesty, the Saddleback lots are 
not irrigated and you would need to keep your horse(s) at the big Equestrian Center, Cherry Grove actually sits closer to the mountain 
than Saddlebaclc, has better views, and the lots can be put to irrigated pasture. 
> 
> 
> 
> Give me a cail or email when you have time to discuss. 
> 
> 
> 
>Mike Horn 
> 
> 
> 
> 208-890-9189 
2 
11 
_____ Information :from ESET NOD32 Anti vims, version of virus signature database 4406 (20090908) ____ _ 
The message wa~ checked ESET NOD.32 Antivirus. 
_____ Information from ESET NOD32 Anti virus, version of virus signature database 4407 (20090908) ____ _ 
The message was checked by ESET NOD32 Antivirus 
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,--------
Larren K. Govert 
From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 
Lou, 
• 
Michael Horn [builder@openrangehornes.comj 
Monday, May 12, 2008 9:10 PM 
'Louis Caravella' 
Update 
• 
I have the drawings and narratives ypu sent and discussed it with my various subs and construction foreman today. 
Because we are trying to remain within what fits a $501( allowance, we will need to do the following in Phase 1. 
1. Shore up the remaining structural framing 
2.. Finish the ridge vents 
3. Finish the stone around the house which was about half completed when we stopped. 
Once we have more funds we can do Phase 2 which will include: 
1. Plumbing rough 
2. Electrfcal rough 
3. Siding 
The plumber and electrician can do what they need in Phase 1 with minimal work and few charges- Because of their set-
up, layout, crew scheduling, tools, etc, it takes to start a job, these guys are not really comfortable doing the exterior 
only and then the interior. Slnce we normally finish the stone work before we do siding, this will work out fine. My 
materials guy Scott is completing the materials package estimate this week. Because the framing issues require a 
journeymen framer to complete, it will be early June before I can get Neal and Rob into your house. In the meantime, 
and with your approval:_ we can start stone work ASAP. I can have a load of stone delivered to the job site and masons 
on the job probably by late this week or early next·week. lo do so, f wlll also need electricity restored to the house 
which means you will have to have your account set-up at Fall River Electric. We will also need a porta-potty which is 
about $85 per month. I think we can do without a dumpster until we start the siding. 
Question: The exterior stone is a hand-chopped stone which results in squares and rectangles. The result Is more or 
less an organized stone look with each square and rectangular stacking together rather nicely, Some folks might find 
this organized appearance a bit too organized for an interior fireplace. Please provide your thoughts. You can go to 
www.selectstone.com and view the stones I use. Ciick on products and then click on Fieldstone_ The stone we are 
talking about Is called Flatwlllow Fieldstone and if you click O'.J that, you can see the picture of my garage on the third 
picture down from the top. Browse all these stones and see if any strike your fancy better for the interior fireplaces. 
Thanks, 
Mike 
____ Information from ESETNOD32 Antivirus, version of virus signature database 4407 (20090908) 
The message was checked by ESET NOD32 A.ntivirus. 
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Larren K. Covert 
From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 
Lou-
• 
Michael Horn [bullder@openrangehomes.com] 
Friday, May 16, 2008 9:57 PM 
'Louis Caravella' 
RE: Update 
I wl!I round off the numbers for you but in genera l this is what vou're looking at in our desired order of accomplishment: 
$501( for exterior stone, framing materials and labor (in progress, stone delivered today) 
.. $70l( for plumbing, electrical rough, and HVAC (anytime you have the money) 
• $351( for exterior wrap, siding, pre-stain (need to do before November) 
$151( for insulation (can do any time after mechanical rough) 
,. $451C for drywall (can do any time after insulation) 
In summary-if you can allocate approximately $150K-$20DK between now and next winter, we can have the hous.e . 
sealed up and rough mechanicals complete. We can insulate anytime but insulation and drywa ll are easiest during the 
warm weather when the doors/windows can be le~ open. If we do it in the winter, we have to heat the house with 
portabie heaters wh!ch adds cost for fuel and heater rentals. 
Also-
Horse paddock wall faci ng the house has two 2'x2' windows that open 
• Horse paddock wall facing the road has no windows 
Shop has fou r 2'x21windows that open 
If you want to add windows, here is what I recommend: 
Add two additional 2'x2' windows to the horse paddock wall facing the house 
" Add two 2'x2' windows to the horse paddock wall facing the road 
Use yvindows in garage doors 
Exhibit No_ q . 
Dare:? - '-!~ 
+h~Q ~ 
·T R£p RT!. C 
Anytime you add a small to medium sized window, you are looking at about $500 each Installed. Glass windows in 
garage doors add a couple grand to the doors If solid wood garage doors cost $12K, wood doors with windows will cost 
about $14-$151(. 
Stone masons should be on-site Monday or Tuesday and stone was delivered today. The electrical panel was relns't'~llel'f 
by Fall River. '' · : 
FYI: I normally bill on or about the 15th of each month with intentions of getting materials suppliers and labor paid 
before the end of the month. If they are not paid by the end of the month, labor usually walks off the job, Materials 
suppliers usually suspend deliveries alter 30-days from delivery. Approaching 60-days, subs and materia ls suppliers run 
to the court house and place a lien on the house because the statute of limitations in Idaho is 50-days from the last day 
worked. I only tell you the process so you understand what I have to deal with. ! can give you bill pay/ wiring 
Instructions, or we will need to Fed ex the checks. Most long distance clients and all banks, either wire the money or 
1 
/'';' ".' 
·~ 'J ' . 
'·: ... , 
FrontlerOO 145 
It on with me and I bill/invoice against the balance About the control I have over subs and 
ls promise of future work and getting them pafd on time, 
Over the next several weeks, I w!ll provide you some updated worksheets with firm estimates as I receive them-
All the guys are looking forward to getting this house back on track 
Mike 
From: Louis Caravella [rnallto:twoiz4u@msn,com] 
Sent: Friday, May 16, 2008 8:15 PM 
To: Michael Hom 
Subject: RE: Update 
Great! 
Say Mike, I am trying to get an idea of what kind of funds I actually need to get where I want to be on my time 
schedule. I have your for full jobs such as for plumbing, electrical however I don't know the 
about rough in vs. the full job etc.. . ;;:c 
So If you could, for Instance let me know what you estimate the exterior stone work will bei the rough in plumbing; the 
rough !n electric; the Installation of the HVAC duct work; Installation of insulation; and the roof work and ridges, I will 
have an idea of what kind of money I will need when, 
I would imagine that after the rough !n electric and plumbing go in then we could put In the Insulation. Is that correc'~, 
In any event, I flnaHy have a full size set of blue prints, With this I can give you an accurate picture of my plumbing 
needs, I w!IJ also be able to give you a falrly accurate idea of the electrical. The only thing that I may have some 
problem with is placement of wall sconces and maybe the number of recessed cans In certain areas, But you can likely 
help with that . I would like to do a wa!k through before the final electrical is comptete1 it is just a matter of being able to 
figure out when I can come out. I am very booked up until the early falL I w!ll check out my schedule, however, and see 
if I have a weekend or week day then I can get aver there. 
Thanks · 
Lou 
Date: Thu, 15 May 2008 21:42:49 -O?OD 
From: builder@openrangehomes.com 
Subject; RE: Update 
To: hNoiz4u@msn.com 
Yes, we are on the same page. I wm have the stone guys do that area last, to ensure we have enough left without 
havlng to purchase more. I will run up to River Rim Friday to check the windows. Today was rn the 60's and one oh 
those Heavan days ln the Teton Valley. A beautiful! place to live --- :;: 
----- Original Message ~----­
Subject: RE: Update 
From: Louis Caravella <twoii4u@msn.com> 
To: Michael Horn <buHder@openrangehomes.com> I 
Date: Thu1 May 15, 2008 5:49 pm 
2 
FrontierOO 
By the suite walls, I presume that you me the bedroom that !s in the main house that opens out onto the 
baiconey? So the stone would be on that outside wall (boarderlng the and on the wall of the 
room oelow which isactually beneath the balconey. 
It that is what you mean, I theink that it will look good . It wlll also break up the of all the wood 
seen on th4e north exterlor elevation. 
If that Is what you mean and you have enough stone, go ahead and put it up 
Lou 
---------------------~--------·---
From: builder©ooenrangehomes.com 
To: two!z4ul5lmsn.corn 
Subject: RE: Update 
Date: Wed, 14 May 2008 20:39:19 -0600 
The stone would go on the util!ty room and the guest suite wal!s above (2-stor\f). It would wrap under the 
balcony. This is shown on A4.2 North and South :=xteriar elevations- It is easier to envision in real Hfe. l wll! 
check the windows out on Friday. For an official answer about the driveway composition, you will need to 
bring this up with Doug Gemmell and have him steer you to the correct person This plan was submitted about 
24-months qgO and back then, the process was rather loose, They may have tightened up the reins since then 
and/or changed reviewing parties. The CCRs and Design Guidelines should spell out exactly what type of 
driveway is required. It is normally the job of the architect to ensure the plans meetthe CCR' s and 
Guidelines and the architect is the person who st1bmitted the plans to River Rlm. I would not assume that 
because the plans show gravel that this is the gospel. On the other side of the coin - I don't see River Rim 
making a big issue of this anytime soon. 
From: Louis Caravella LllliW.1!~~~~.!B!~:illll 
Sent: Wednesday, May 141 2008 7:28 PM 
To: Michael Horn 
Subject: RE: Update 
Are you suggesting that the additional stone go on only the first floor out.Side of the Utility room and not both 
floors? On the plans that I sent you with the plumbing and electric It would be A$2 the "North Exterior 
elevation that I prsume you are talking about Is that correct and would it include the area under the balcony 
also. The on!y other two story area without stone that I can see is the master bath. 
Also let me !mow how the windows open ln the paddock. 
TH an ks 
By the way, if the review board has already approved the gravel driveway, then I would assume that that is all 
we have to Install, even if they subsequently change there plans. Would that not be the case? (although I may 
just decide to change !tto concrete in the future anyhow) · 
Lou 
From; bu!lder(cl}openranaehomes.com 
To: twolz4u©mso.com 
Subject: RE: Update 
Date: Wed, 14 May 2008 15:54:21 -0600 
Lou; 
The area of the house that could benefit from additional stone is the exterior of the utility room. This is a very 
prominent area of the house as you drive up the street and it has two stories of otherwise unbroken siding, 
Because it ls sort of its own structure, it makes a great place to stone. this structure would add 
bang for the buck from a design point of view and strengthen that area, which is otherwise, the weakest area 
3 
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of the exterior The Fiatwillow Stone will be delivered iater this week and stone masons will be starting back 
up next week We should have enough stone to do that area of the house. 
We have plenty of time to select the Interior stone, especially if you want the fireplace reframed. Big and small 
stones do mix well lf they are from the same quarry. I am not opposed to Kootenai Ledge - but keep in mind 
that all ledge stones are rather small, flat, and rectangular. I personally like medium to stones. Chris 
does not have pictures of the new Moss rock corning out of Montana on his website yet, let me see lf l st111 
have them on my computer. Stand by-
I went over the plans with Scott Norman this morning and he ls ordering the necessary material to finish off the 
structural framing and seal the ridge vents. My labor crew wont be able to start until most likely, mid June. 
But the work should only take a couple weeks and by then, the stone masons w!ll be complete and we will 
have expended close to $SOK. 
The windows are strictly your choice. My suggestion is to define exactly what you VJant so we can get them 
ordered now. A basic 2'X2' square window is about $500 and takes two months to order. If vou want a series 
of smaller windows above where a horse might reach, on each side of the stal!s, then we should order them 
now. l was with some folks today as I walked the stone and I forgot to go inside the garage and look at the 
windows, so l will look again later this week. 
The plans were with a gravel and for the time being that should be sufficient. However 
early on-they (the developers) did not really pay much attention to the plans. You would need to contact 
Mark Griese or Doug Gemmell at River Rim to getthe most up to date design guidelines and HOA CCR's. 
I personally would m:ily use or concrete for a driveway. A concrete driveway would cost around $75K 
depending on the thickness of the cement and width of the driveway . .A.sphalt Is ugly and will not hold up 
under larger trucks and horse trafiers. 
Hope this helps -
Mike 
From: Louis Caravella L!..'.!'~~~±2!~!..!.2!.'.±~ 
Sent: Wednesday, May 14, 2008 1:25 PM 
To: Michael Horn 
Subject: RE: Update 
1Hanks for your Input. 
I will check out the other color stones that you have suggested for the tire Inside the house. I prefer a 
variety of sizes and a variety of colors, likely Including both light and darker colors lf possible. Varied shapes 
may be Interesting, however that likely requires a lot more work on the part of the stone mason. 
In any event we will be changing the shape and possibly the width of the fireplace. I have been checking out 
designs on line and may stop up to the l!brai}' to get some addltlonal ideas. I will let you know. 
Regarding the outside stone: let me know what you had Jn mind for the added stone in the rear of the house. 
Regarding the windows in the paddock area. If they do not open, or if they open Inwards then I wlll likely want 
to add addtlonal window of the same size that either slide open sideways (likley the best alternative, or open 
out. Unless of course the windows are real up. 
4 
Question: on the blue that I saw at your I believe that the of the dt iveway was labeled 
as gravel. Did the Arhftectura! Review board of River Rim approve the n'"'"''''nr.c with the gravel on it? 
Lou 
----------·----------~-
From: bullderii'ilopemanaehomes.com 
To: tvvolz4u@msn.com 
Subject: RE: Update 
Date: Tue, 13 May 2008 21:16:25 -0600 
f 
Lou, attached Is the document with my comments in red. 
From: Louis Caravella <.=;==="'--'--'=~~~ 
Sent: Tuesday, May .131 2008 4:35 PM 
To: Michael Hom 
Subject: RE: Update 
Mike: 
Please see attachment, 
Lou 
From: =="-==='-"'-'-"=~=== 
To: twoiz4u@msn.com 
Suqject: Update 
Date: Mon, 12 May 2008 21:09:45 -0600 
Lou, 
I hav~ the drawings and narratives you sent and discussed It with my varlous subs and construction foreman 
today. Because we are trying to remain within what fits a $501( allowance, we will need to do the following in 
Phase 1. 
1. Shore up the remaining structural 
Z. Rnish the ridge vents 
3. Flnish the stone around the house which was about half completed when we "'L'-''"'"'"'"· 
1. 
2. 3., 
Once we have more funds we can do Phase 2 which will include: 
Plumbing rough 
Electrical rough 
Siding 
The plumber and electrician can do what they need in Phase 1 with m!nirnal worlc and few charges. Because of 
their set-up, layout, crew schedul!ng1 tools, lt takes to start a job, these guys are not really comfortable 
doing the exterior only and then the interior. Since we normally finish the stone work before we do siding, this 
wlll work out fine. My materials guy Scott Is completing the materials package estimate this week. Because the 
framing Issues require a journeymen framer to complete, it will be early June before I can get Neal and Rob into 
your house. In the meantime1 and with your approval - we can start stone work ASAP. I can have a load of 
stone delivered to the jobslte and masons on the job probably by late th!s week or early next week. To do so, I 
wlli also need electricity restored to the house Which means you will have to have your account set-up at Fall 
River Eiectrlc. We wlll also need a porta-potty which Is about $85 per month. I think we can do without a 
durnpster until we start the siding, 
Question: foe exterior stone is a hand-chopped stone which results In squares and The result fs 
more or less an organized stone look with each square and rectangular stacking 
folks might find this organized a bit too for an interior fireplace. Please provide your 
thoughts. You can go to and view the stones I use. Click on products and then 
5 
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cllclc on Fieldstone. The stone we are about is ra!led FlabNil!ow Fieldstone and if you on that1 you 
can see the picture of ffi\' garage on the third picture down from the Browse all these stones and see If any 
strlke your fancy be!Y..er for the Interior fireplaces, 
Mike 
Tl1e message was checked by ESET NOD32 Antiv:irus. 
httn :/lwwv,r. es et.com 
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S\:V AFFORD LA Vl OFFICE, CHARTERED 
Ronald L Swafford, Esq., Bar No.1657 
R.James Archibald, Esq., Bar No. 4445 
Trevor L Castleton, Esq., Bar No. 5809 
Lar:re:n K Covert, Esq., Bar No. 7217 
525 Ninth Street 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83404 
Telephone:: (208) 524-4002 
Facsimile: (208) 524Al31 
Attorneys for Plaintiff/Counterdefendants 
No. 9329 P. 2 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TETON 
FTIER DEVELOPMENT GROUP, Case No.: CV-2009-068 
Plaintiff, 
I 
PLAINTIFF/COUNTERDEFENDANTS' V8. 
RESPONSES TO DEFENDANTS' 
'LOUIS CARAVELLA andPATRIClA REQUESTS FOR ADMISSIONS 
CARAVELLA, 
Defendants. 
LOUIS CARAVEUA and PATRICIA 
CARAVEilA, 
Counterclaim.ants 
vs. 
FRONTIER DEVELOPMENT GROUP, LLC., 
and MICHAEL HORN 
Counterddendants 
- . ' 
COlvfES NOW the Plainti££!Counterdeft:ndants, Frontier De:ve:lopment Group, LLC. 
Michael Horn, by an through attorney of :record, RONALD L SVJ AFFORD, ESQ. 
Swafford Law Office, Chartered, who pursuant to Rules 26, 33, 34, 36 of Idaho Rules of 
I 
I 
I 
fl.u 26. 2009 4:17PM rd La. w N. 9 'l 2 ° u. J J P. 3 
Civil Procedu:re hereby responds to Def endants'/Countc.rclaimants' Requests for Admissions as 
requested in Def cndants'/Countcrclaimants' First Discovery Requests to Plaintiff/Cou11terdef endanrs as 
follows: 
RESPONSES TO REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION 
' 1 ' 
operate: a contracnng ousmess. 
that Frontier Development and/or Horn 
~UL"-'-~'"' into a contract with Caravellas for construction services. 
Development and/or Horn with the Caravellas was for an amount in excess of $2,000.00 
RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 3: DENY. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 4: Admit that the Project is dwelling in Teton 
County, Idaho. 
RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 4: ADMIT. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION N_Q_i Admit that there was never any vv:rinen contract 
entered into by Frontier Development and/or Horn and the Caravellas. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 6: Admit that Frontier Development and/or Horn 
were under a duty to perform any work on the Project in a workmanlike rnan:ne.r. 
1
'urr AL6 2nro ~ · 1~1pr.i1 f'1 c· , v'-1; I· 1VI rd Law No. 9329 P. 4 
' . 
RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 6: DENY. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 7: Admit that Frontier Develop:ment and/or Horn 
were. under a duty to ensure that work performed on the Project was in accordance with the 
Project plans. 
RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 7: DENY. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 8: Admit that Frontier Development and/or Horn 
were under a duty to ensure that construction work performed on the Project was structurally 
sound and consistent with good construction practices. 
RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 8: DENY. 
S\i\T AFFORD LAW OEEICE, CI-LARTERED 
Au 26 2009 4: 17PM rd La. VI No. 9329 P. 5 
VERIFICATION 
State of Idaho ) 
~ ).ss. 
County of j)lY\r\l\JI\\£, ) 
MICHAEL HORN, Counterddendant herein, hereby affirms and states that l have read 
the foregoing document, know the contents of thereof and believe the same to be true and 
correct to the best of my knowledge 
Dated this '2 0 day of August, 2009. 
SUBSCRIBED anclswo:m before me 
MICHAEL HORN 
9Ui* day of August, 2009. 
I ( ilfrlad1r_~~ ~IICOFIDAHO 
Residing at Idaho Falls 
My Commission Expires: 04-0 lo-WIS 
PLAINTIFF/COUNTERDEFENDANTS' RESPONSES TO FOR 
, 4 
01/01/1997 02:00 440333 
Frederick J. Hahn, (ISB No. 
(ISB No. 6434) 
RACINE, OLSON, NYE, 
BUDGE & BAILEY, CHARTERED 
477 Shoup Ave. Ste. 107 
Post Office Box 50698 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
Telephone: (208) 528-6101 
Fax: (208) 528-6109 
· fih@racinelaw.net 
Attorney for Defendants I Counterclaimants 
CARAVELLA PAGE 
1N TIIB DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRlCT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 1N AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TETON 
FRONTIER DEVELOPMENT GROUP, 
LLC 
Plaintiff, 
v. 
LOUIS CARA. VELLA and PATRICIA 
CARAVELLA, 
Defendants. 
LOUIS CARA VELLA and PATRICIA 
CARAVELLA, 
Counterclaimants, 
V. 
FRONTIER DEVELOPMENT GROUP, 
LLC: and MICRA..EL HORN, 
Counterdefendants. 
Case No. CV-09-068 
AFFIDAVIT OF 
PATRICIA CARA VELLA 
01/01/1997 02:00 440333 CARAVELLA PAGE 02 
LLC 
V. 
LOUIS CARA VELLA and PATRICIA 
CARAVELLA, 
Defendants. 
STATE OF OHIO ) 
) SS. 
County of Cuyahoga ) 
PATRICIA CARA VELLA, being first duly sworn on oath deposes and states as follows: 
1. I am one of the Defendants and Counterclaimants ID. this matter and make this Alfi.davit 
bs.sed on my own personal knowledge P.Vi"P.nl' as otherwise stated herein. This Affidavit 
is submitted in Support ofCaravellas' Motion to Amend and Assert a Counterclaim, 
Caravellas' Motion for Summary Judgment as to Count 'Three of the Counterclaim, and 
in Opposition to Plaintiff's Motion in Limine. 
2. My husband and I purchased 968 River Rim Pond, (the "House") in River Rim Estates1 
Teton County, Idaho, which was a partially completed dwelling at the time of our 
purchase. \Ve hired Michael Horn to continue constructing the House. At no time did 
Michael Hom or any representative from Frontier Development Group, LLC ("Frontier 
Development Group"), advise me or my husband of our rights as residential construction 
2 ·AFFIDAVIT OF PA TRICIA CARA VELLA 
Bl/01/l B2:B0 440333 CARAVELLA PAGE 03 
to or obtain lien releases construction work or 
materials. 
3. Neither Mr. Horn nor anyone from Frontier Development Group provided roe or my 
husband with proof that Mr. Hom or Frontier Development Group maintained general 
liability insurance, including completed operations coverage. Neither Mr. Hom nor 
Frontier Development Group provided us with any notice regarding workman's 
compensation insurance. 
4. Neither Mr. Hom nor anyone from Frontier Development Group provided roe or my 
husband with any information or documentation regarding our rights to purchase an 
extended policy :insurance covering unftled or unrecorded liens. 
Neither Mr. Hom nor anyone from Frontier Development Group provided me or my 
husband v>.rith any information or documentation regarding our ability or option to 
purchase a surety bond u1 the amount of the proposed construction. 
Neifu.er Mr. Hom nor anyone from Frontier Development Group provided me or my 
husband v.r.ith disclosure documentation regarding each of the material suppliers and or 
subcontractors who would be supplying in excess of $500.00 worth of labor or materials 
to the construction of the House. 
7. Neither lvfr. Hom nor anyone on behalf of Frontier Development Group presented me or 
my husband 'Vi'ith a General Contractor Disclosure form as described in Idaho Code 
3 -AFFIDAVJT OF PATRICIA CARAVELLA 
01/01/1997 02:00 440333 CARAIJELLA 
PAGE 
section :I not sign 
of my as a residential homeowue:r under the provisions of that statute. 
Dated !!1_ day of August, 2010. 
Q·~ ILY-W-= 
Patricia Caravella 
SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to before me this ()..?/'!:·day of August, 2010. 
~10i)m [ \~12~ 
Notary Public for Ohio 
al) R . . . I\ <\.. IA I , on.JI SUSAN c. HORVA'nt ( se es1dmg at. LO\ ~D ll.J, t.r~ Notary Public - State ofOhlo 
My commission expires: My Commission Expires Jan. 112012 
4 - AFFIDAVIT OF PA TIUCIA CARA VELLA 
01/01/1997 El2:0El 4403339 CARAVELLA 
I hereby certify that I served a copy of the following described pleading or document on 
the attorneys listed be~o~ )1~delivering, by mailing or by facsimile, with the correct 
postage thereon, on tlus _g'day of August, 2010. 
SERVED: 
ATTORNEYS SERVED: 
Swafford Law Office, Chartered 
Ronald Swafford, Esq. 
525 Ninth Street 
Idaho Falls, ID. 83404 
AFFIDAVIT OF PATRICIA CARA VELLA 
( ) First Class Mail 
( ) Hmzd Delivery 
( 0'f;acsimile 
( ) Via Overnight Mail 
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31/01/1997 02:00 440333 
Frederick J. Hahn, Ill (ISB No. 4258) 
'-''-" .... "·'"""'""" M. Volyn (ISB No. 6434) 
RACINE, OLSON, NYE, 
BUDGE & BAILEY, CHARTERED 
477 Shoup Ave. Ste. 107 
Post Office Box 50698 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
Telephone: (208) 528-6101 
Fax: (208) 528-6109 
fih(@,racinelaw.net 
Attorney for Defendants I Counterclaimants 
CARAVELLA 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR COUNTY OF TETON 
FRONTIER DEVELOPMENT GROUP, 
LLC 
Plaintiff, 
V. 
LOUIS CARA VELLA and PATRICIA 
CARAVELLA, 
Defendants. 
LOUIS CARA VELLA and PATRICIA 
CARAVELLA, 
Counterclairnauts, 
v. 
FRONTIER DEVELOPMENT GROUP, 
LLC, and MICHAEL HORN, 
Counterdefendants. 
,_, 
Case No. CV~09-068 
AFFIDAVIT OF 
LOUIS CARA VELLA 
05 
01/01/1997 B2:BB CARA\/ELLA 
V. 
LOUIS CARA VELLA and PA TRJCIA 
CARAVELLA, 
Defendants. 
STATE OF O:HIO ) 
) SS. 
County of Cuyahoga ) 
LOUIS CARA VELLA, being first duly swom on oath deposes and states as follows: 
1 I am one of the Defendants and Counterclaimants m this matter and make this Affidavit 
based on my ovm personal knowledge except as otherwise stated herein. This Affidavit 
is submitted in Support of Caravellas' Motion to Amend and Assert a Counterclaim, 
Caravellas' Motion for Summary Judgment as to Count Three oftbe Counterclaim, and 
in Opposition to Plaintiff's Motion in Limine. 
2. My ,,.,ife and I personally met vvith Michael Hom in conjunction witb the purchase of 968 
River Rim Pond, in River Rim Estates, Teton County, Idaho (the "House"). Prior to our 
purchase of the House, Michael Hom inspected the House with me and my wife on two 
consecutive days. During the inspections 1'0r. Hom represented that the House was 
constructed in accordance with best building practices and applicable codes. He also 
represented to us that tbere was no permanent or significant damage to the House due to 
2 - AFFIDAVIT OF LOUIS CARA VELLA 
01/01/1997 02:00 440333 CARAVELLA 
and framing issueJ which needed to be addressed to move forward with the construction. 
Michael Hom stated that based upon a structural review of the House, there were 
structural modifications including reinforcing a "ridge beam" in the great room and 
installation ofa load bearing post, which needed to be done immediately if we purchased 
the House. 
3. Based upon Mr. Hom's inspection and walk through of the House with me and my i,vife, 
we decided to purchase the House and proceed with constructing the home. We hired 
Michael Hom to act as our general contractor to complete the House and perform the 
immediate work need to secure the structure and complete the exterior of the House so 
that it was weather proofed. When my wife and I purchased the House, we were unaware 
of any company named Frontier Development Group, LLC ("Frontier Development 
Group"). We dealt only with Mr. Hom and he never advised us he was conducting 
business as Frontier Development Group. 
4. At no time did Michael Hom or any representative from Frontier Development Group, 
advise me or my wife of our rights as residential construction homeowners, to require or 
obtain lien releases when paying for construction work or materials. 
5. Neither Mr. Hom nor anyone from Frontier Development Group provided me or my wife 
with proof that Mr. Hom or Frontier Development Group main tamed general liability 
insurance, including completed operations coverage. Neither Mr. Hom nor 
3 AFFIDAVIT OF LOUIS CARA VELLA 
Bl/Bl/ 997 02:00 440333 CARAVELLA 
us any notice 
6. Neither 1vfr. Hom nor anyone from Frontier Development Group provided me or my vvife 
with any information or documentation regarding our rights to purchase an extended 
policy of title insurance covering untiled or unrecorded liens. 
7. Neither Mr. Hom nor anyone from Frontier Development Group provided me or my ~e 
with any information or.documentation regarding our ability or option to purchase a 
surety bond in the amount of the proposed construction. 
8. Neither Mr. Hom nor anyone from Frontier Development Group provided me or my wife 
with disclosure documentation regarding each of the material suppliers and or 
subcontractors who would be supplying in excess of $500.00 worth oflabor or materials 
to the construction of the House. 
9. Neither 1v1r. Hom nor anyone on behalf of Frontier Development Group presented me or 
my wife with a General Contractor Disclosure form as described in Idaho Code section 
45-525. I did not sign any General Contractor Disclosure form, because I was not 
advised of my rights as a residential homeowner under the provisions of that statute. 
4 - AFFIDAVIT OF LOUIS CARA VELLA 
01/01/1997 02:00 4403339 CARAVELLA 
this dayofAugust,20!0. !· _k /)/,! ~zc:: (ca:~ 
Louis Caravella 
.SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to before me this @6~day of August, 2010. 
~l~tpA tn"nu~ 
Notary Public for Ohio 
(seal) Residing at: l.0\.~\A\Jo0, o\.Jc. 
My commission expires: ~~fQmlltla~•r:s--.ti'll'l.l 
5 - AFFIDAVIT OF LOUIS CARA VELLA 
f ~1 ~: ~ 11 ,-~ 
" " ~ ,; 
01/ /1997 02:00 440333 
CARAVELLA 
I hereby certify that I served a copy of the following described pleading or document on 
the attorneys listed below by ~d delivering, by mailing or by facsimile, v;.rith the correct 
postage thereon, on thls~:dJ<.,;>f. August> 2010. 
/)-if1~ 
DOCUl\1E:NT SERVED: , AFFIDAVIT OF LOUIS 
ATTORNEYS SERVED: 
Swafford Law Office, Chartered 
Ronald L. Swaffor~ Esq. 
525 Ninth Street 
Idaho Falls, ID. 83404 
5 AFFIDAVIT OF LOUIS CARA VELLA 
( ) First Class Mail 
( ) H:;!!Jd Delivery 
( v}facsimile 
( ) Via Overnight Mail 
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SW AFFORD LAW OFFICE, CHARTERED 
Ronald L Swafford, Esq., Bar No. 1657 
R.James Archibald, Esq., Bar No. 4445 
Trevor L Castleton, Esq., Bar No. 5809 
Larren K. Covert, Esq., Bar No. 7217 
525 Ninth Street 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83404 
Telephone: (208) 524-4002 
Facsimile: (208) 524-4131 
Attorneys for Plaintiff/Counterdefendant 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TETON 
FRONTIER DEVELOPMENT GROUP, LLC., 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
LOUIS CARAVELLA and PATRICIA 
CARAVELLA, 
Defendants. 
LOUIS CARA VELLA and PATRICIA 
CARAVELLA, 
Counter claimants, 
VS. 
FRONTIER DEVELOPMENT GROUP, LLC., 
and MICHAEL HORN, 
Counterdefendants, 
OBJECTION TO 
Case No.: CV-2009-068 
OBJECTION TO MOTION TO 
MOTION FOR PARTIAL SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
l 
COMES NOW Plaintiff/Counterdefendants, who by and through their attorney of 
record, RONALD L S\N AFFORD, ESQ., of Swafford Law Office, Chartered, hereby object to 
Defendants' Motion for Partial Summary Judgment. 
Idaho Code § 4 5-525 requires three elements to activate the obligations of this section. 
These elements are, I) a contract for construction, alteration or improvement of real property, 2) 
with the real property owner, 3) for an amount in excess of $2,000.00. Once these three elements 
are met, the general contractor must provide a disclosure statement setting forth various rights 
of the homeowner. The code section also provides that if the homeowner initiates the contact to 
provide repairs necessary due to an emergency, the section does not apply. 
Defendants' Motion for Partial Summary Judgment is improper as questions of fact yet 
remain as to several sections of the requirements of LC.§ as well as the identity of the 
contractor, if any, and the emergency nature of the project. 
Summary judgment is proper when "the pleadings, depositions, and admissions on file, 
together with the affidavits, if any, show that there is no genuine issue as to any material fact 
and that the moving party is entitled to a judgment as a matter of law." I.R.C.P. 56( c ). All 
disputed facts are to be construed liberally in favor of the non-moving party, and all reasonable 
inferences will be drawn in favor of the non-moving party. Hayward v. Jack's Pharmacy Inc., 14 I 
Idaho 622, 625, 115 P.3d 713, 716 (2005). If the facts are such that reasonable persons could reach 
differing results, summary judgment is improper. Id. The burden of establishing the absence a 
genuine issue of material fact is on the moving party. Id. 
TO 
As is noted in the Memorandum in Support of the Motion for Partial Summary 
Judgment, the Caravellas cannot even meet the requirements for summary judgment on the 
identity of the general contractor in this matter. The Caravellas simply ask this Court to 
overlook this requirement and grant summary judgment against both the company and the 
individual, and they will simply try to sort that question out later. This request flies in the face 
all applicable case law for summary judgments. The identity of the general contractor is an 
absolute requirement for the purposes of I.C. § 45/525. 
Mr. Horn has consistently maintained that he had and has no personal involvement in 
this matter. In his deposition, Mr. Horn stated that everything with the Caravellas was through 
Frontier Development Group, LLC d/b/a/ Open Range Homes including all communications, 
invoices, and contact information. Sec Deposition of Michad Horn pg.251/ 252, as include:d in the: Affidavit 
ofFre:de:rick]. Hahn, III, Exhibit A. This is clearly a contested and therefore summary judgment 
is inappropriate. 
The first of the three listed elements for the implication of LC.§ 45/525 is that there 
must exist a contract between the parties. At no point do the Caravellas show a contract 
between the parties. Most illustrative of this is the First Affirmative Defense in the Caravellas' 
Answer and Counterclaim. This affirmative defense states, "Plaintiff's Complaint should be 
dismissed, because there was never any contract or agreement between the Plaintiff and the 
Defendants. Answe:r and Counte:rclaim pg. 3. This fact is further illustrated by the Affidavit of Mic had 
Horn included with this Objection. Mr. Horn indicates that a contract was offered to the 
Caravellas, but that they refused. 
OBJECTION TO TO 
The statute is clear in its requirement of a contract. The first sentence of LC.§ 45/525 
states, "Prior to entering into any contract in an amount exceeding two thousand dollars 
($2,000) ... "Without showing a contract, the Caravellas cannot show an absence of material fact 
to yet another required element for summary judgment. Summary judgment should denied on 
this basis as \veil. 
The final section of I.C.§45/525 provides that this section does not apply to instances 
where there is an emergency situation in the home. I.C.~ 45/525 (6). As is clearly shown in the 
deposition pages included in the Motion for Partial Summary Judgment and in the Affidavit of 
Michael Horn, the property was in a desperate state requiring immediate action to avoid further 
damage. An emergency situation existed and therefore the provisions of I.C.§45/525 do not 
apply. 
denied. 
Based on the foregoing, summary judgment is not appropriate in this matter and must be 
DATED this j<J)fLday of September, 2010. 
TO 
SWAFFORD LAW OFFICE, CHARTERED 
RONALD L SW AFFORD, ESQ. 
Attorneys for Plaintill/Counterdefendants 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this day I caused to be served a true and correct copy of the 
foregoing document on the parties designated below and by the method of delivery indicated: 
Frederick J. Hahn, III 
Racine, Olsen, Budge &:: Bailey 
P.O. Box 50698 
Idaho Falls, lD 83405 
(208)528~6101 
./MAILING 
D FAXING (208~528~6109) 
D HAND DELIVERY 
D COURTHOUSE BOX 
DATED this of September, 2010. 
SvVAFFORD LA Vv OFFICES, CHARTERED 
Attorneys for Plaintiff/Counterdefendants 
Ronald L Swafford, Esq., Bar No. 1657 
R. James Archibald, Esq., Bar No. 4445 
Trevor L Castleton, Esq., Bar No. 5809 
Larren K. Covert, Esq., Bar No. 7217 
525 Ninth Street 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83404 
Telephone: (208) 524-4002 
Facsimile: (208) 524-4131 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN OF TETON 
FRONTIER DEVELOPMENT GROUP, LLC., Case No.: CV-2009-068 
Plaintiff, Counte defendant OBJECTION 
V. 
LOUIS CARA VEUA and PATRICIA 
CARAVELLA, 
Defendants, Counterclaimants. 
YELLOWSTONE DO IT CENTERS, LLC., 
Plaintiff, 
v. 
LOUIS CARA VELLA and PATRICIA 
CARAVELLA, 
Defendant 
AFFIDAVIT IN OBJECTION TO MOTION FOR 
TO MOTION PARTIAL SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
No.: CV-2009-223 
- 1 
OFIDAHO ) 
:ss. 
County of Bonneville ) 
I, Michael Horn, do hereby state and affirm as follows: 
1. I am over the age of 18 and make the following statements from my own knowledge. 
2. I am a managing member of Frontier Development Group, LLC. 
3. Frontier Development Group, LLC (hereinafter referred to as Frontier) is a registered 
Idaho contracting company doing business in Teton County Idaho. The primary focus of 
our business is residential construction. 
4. All actions, communications, agreements and work on thls project was done under 
S. The Defendants were offered a written contract prior to any work on this project, but 
refused the same. 
6. All required disclosures are included in the written contract Frontier, as the 
disclosure is only required with a contract. 
7. The home purchased in this matter was not completed. 
8. The home had several immediate needs that must be addressed. 
9. These needs amounted to an emergency situation with this home. 
10. Tue home was exposed to the elements, ad had been for over 14 months. 
lL Snow and rain were coming into the home. 
12. The protective covering of the home come off, exposing to elements, 
causing damage. 
AFFIDAVIT IN OBJECTION TO MOTION FOR PARTIAL SUMMARY JUDGMENT ~ 2 
l. 
enter home. 
14. The structural framing was not completed. 
15. The home required immediate attention to avoid more, extensive damage. 
Dated this J/!._ day of September, 2010. 
SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to before me on this iJ2 day of September, 2010. 
AFFIDAVIT IN OBJECTION TO MOTION 
/~~ 
Residing at: ft:/t, /u> hid/;;, 1 ::cf~ . 
My Commission Expires: l/- 6 ..,, ;< o/$ 
PARTIAL 
- 3 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this day I caused to be served a true and correct copy of the 
foregoing document on the parties designated below and by the method of delivery indicated: 
Frederic J. Hahn, III, Esq. 
Racine, Olsen, Nye, Budge &: Bailey 
P.O. Box 50698 
Idaho Falls, ID 83405 
(208)528/6101 
DATED this ~day of September, 2010. 
MAILING 
D FAXING (208~528/6109) 
D HAND DELIVERY 
D COURTHOUSE BOX 
SWAFFORD LAW OFFICES, CHARTERED 
c_~~;_C RONALDLSWAFFORD,ESQ.~ 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
AFFIDAVIT IN OBJECTION TO MOTION FOR 
'" 0 1 O/MON 0 l : 1 7 
Frederick J. III (ISB No. 4258) 
Jonathan M. Volyn (ISB No. 6434) 
L. (ISB No. 6601) 
RACINE, OLSON, NYE, 
BUDGE & CHARTERED 
Post Office Box 50698 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
Telephone: (208) 528-6101 
Fax: (208) 528-6109 
;fj h@racinelaw.net 
jmv@racinelaw.net 
Attorney for Defendants I Counterclaimants 
No. 208 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVEN1H JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF TIIE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TETON 
FRONTIBR DEVELOPMENT GROUP, 
LLC 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
LOUIS CARA VELLA and P ATRlCIA 
CARAVELLA, 
Defendants. 
LOUIS CARA VELLA and P ATRlCIA 
CARAVELLA, 
Counterclaimants, 
V. 
FRONTIER DEVELOPMENT GROUP, 
LLC, and MICHAEL HORN, 
Counterdefendants. 
r, 
l 
Case No. CV-09-068 
AFFIDAVIT 
FREDERICK J. HAHN, 
P. 007/022 
OCT 01 0 l: 18 OLSON 
vs. 
LOUIS CARA VELLA and PA TRICIA 
CARAVELLA, 
Defendants. 
STATE OF IDAHO ) 
) SS. 
County of Bonneville ) 
F No. 208 P. 008/022 
FREDERJCK J. HAHN, III, being first duly sworn on oath deposes and states as follows: 
l. I am an attorney with Racine Olson Nye Budge & Bailey, Chtd., counsel for the Defendants 
I Counterclaimants Louis and Patrica Caravella ("Caravellas"). I make this Affidavit based on :rny 
own personal knowledge except as stated otherwise. This Affidavit is submitted in support of the 
Caravellas' Objection to Plaintiffs Memorandum in Opposition to Motion for Sanctions and Motion 
to Strike. 
2. Attached as Exhibit "A" are true and correct copies of the Motion to Compel and 
Motion for Protective Order filed with the Court on August 26, 2009. 
3. Attached hereto as Exhibit "B" is a true and correct copy of Plaintiff> s Motion to Compel 
Deposition Testimony filed by Plaintiff with the Court on September 1, 2009. 
4. Attached hereto as Exhibit "C" is a true and correct copy of the Com1' s Order regarding the 
Motions to Compel and for a Protective Order, which is referred in the Plaintiff's Motion to Strike 
and Sanctions. 
5. With the exception of the Plaintiffs Discovery Requests which seek discovery concerning 
Caravellas' financial accounts and information, the Caravellas have responded to all of the 
discovery propounded by Plaintiff in this matter. Regarding discovery requests 
2 AF.FIDA VIT OF FREDERICK J. 
OCT/0 010/MON 01: 18 OLSOM FAX No. 20852 P. 009/022 
regarding the Carn.vellas' personal financial accounts, the Defendants have previously moved for a 
Protective Order, because such information is wholly irrelevant and not reasonably calculated to lead 
to the discovery of admissible evidence. See Defendants' Memorandum filed June 10, 2010. 
6. As of the date of this Affidavit, I am informed and believe the Caravellas have pr,oduced all 
documents responsive to the Plaintiff's discovery requests, with the exception of cancelled checks 
to Counterdefendants and for repairs and construction, which documents are being copied for 
production to Counterdefendants. 
I 'SJ/:;-
Dated this _L_ aay of Octobe_r_,2JV_0.,..1"""0""'. ~~~:£__,,,~~~~---------
Fr~, III 
{if:: 
SUBSCRIBED AND S\.VORN to before m y of October, 2010. 
Notary Publi for Idaho 
Residing . daho Falls,...)~ 
My commission expires: 'zl7a.:u:tL ~"'1, d..o/4 
' 
3 A1'1FIDA VIT OF FREDERlCK J. m 
OCT/0 200/MONOl:lBPM F No. 2 9 P. 010/022 
CERTIFICATE 
I hereby certify that I served a copy of the following described pleading or document on 
attorneys listed bel,~by hand delivering, by mailing or by facsimile, with the correct postage 
thereon, on this __/!!::day of October, 2010. 
SERVED: 
ATTORNEYS SERVED: 
Swafford Law Office, Chartered 
Ronald L. Swafford, Esq. 
525 Ninth Street 
Idaho Falls, ID. 83404 
AFFIDAVIT OF FREDERICK HAIIN, 
( ) First Class Mail 
{ ) !Jand Delivery 
( f.//F acsimile 
( ) Via Overnight Mail 
0 010/MON 01: 14 PM OLSON 
Frederick J. Hahn, III (ISB No. 4258) 
Jonathan M. Volyn (ISB No. 6434) 
Brent L. Whiting (ISB No. 6601) 
RACINE, OLSON, NYE, 
BUDGE & BAaEY, CHARTERED 
4 77 Shoup Ave. Ste. 107 
Post Office Box 50698 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
Telephone: (208) 528-6101 
Fax: (208) 528-6109 
fih@racinelaw.net 
Attorney for Defendants I Counterclaimants 
P. 002 
IN THE DISTRJCT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR TIIB COUNTY OF TETON 
F~ONTIER DEVELOPMENT GROUP, 
LLC 
Plaintiff, 
v. 
LOUIS CARA VELLA and P ATRlCIA 
CARAVELLA, 
Defendants. 
LOUIS CARA VELLA and PATRICIA 
CARAVELLA, 
Counterclaimants, 
v. 
FRONTIER DEVELOPMENT GROUP, 
LLC, and MICHAEL HORN, 
Counterdefendants. 
Case No. CV-09-068 
OBJECTION MEMORANDUM IN 
OP.POSITION TO MOTION FOR 
SANCTIONS AND MOTION TO 
OCT/04/2010/MON Ol: 14 PM 
YELLOWSTONE DO IT CENTER, LLC 
Plaintiff, 
. v. 
LOUIS CARA VELLA and PATRICIA 
CARAVELLA, 
Defendants. 
LOUIS CARA VELLA and P ATRlCIA 
CARAVELLA, 
Counterclaimants 
V. 
YELLOWSTONE DO IT CENTER, LLC, 
Counterdefendant 
No. 20852 P. 003 
Defendants/Counterclaimants Louis and Patricia Caravella by and through their co1ll1sel of 
record Racine Olson Nye Budge & Bailey hereby object to the Plaintiff's Motion for Sanctions and 
Motion to Strike as well as Plaintiffs Motion to Shorten Time. 
Plaintiff has moved for sanctions and to strike, asserting that it filed a Motion to Compel on 
September 1, 2010 (sic). Plaintiffs assert that the Court's OrderregardingtheMotion to Compel and 
for a Protective Order ordered the Caravellas to answer all pending written discovery on or before 
September 22, 2009. Plaintiff further asserts that the Caravellas have not provided adequate 
discovery responses. Plaintiffs Motion ifs 1-3. · 
The Caravellas respectfully su~mit, that the Plaintiffhas misconstrued the prior Motions and 
Order of the Court, as the Order referenced in Plaintiffs motion related to the Plaintiffs and 
OJJJECUON TO MEMORANUillr:t Ii'l OPPOSITION TO MOTION ~Olt Sh,NCTIONS AND MOTJON '.(0 STRIKE~ Page Z 
. ' 
' 
OCT/O 010/MON 01: 14 OLSON F No. 20852 P. 004 
Counterdefendant Michael Hom's obligation to respond to outstanding written discovery requests. 
The subject Motions to Compel and for Protective Order, as well as the Court's are provided 
to the Court for convenience of the pending Motion. See Hahn Affidavit Exhibits A- C. Moreover, 
the Caravellas have responded to and properly answered all outstanding discovery :requests from the 
Plaintiff. Hahn Affidavit if 5 and 6. Moreover, the Caravellas have produced all docw:nents 
responsive to the Plaintiff's requests. See Hahn Affidavit filed June 10, 2010 and exhibits attached 
hereto. Hahn Affidavit ii 6. The only documents and discovery responses which the Caravellas have 
not responded would relate to their personal financial status and accounts. See Memorandum in 
Support of Motion for Protective Order and Opposing Motions to Compel and Stay Discovery filed 
June 10, 2010. 
A. 
Rule 37 of the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure require that the parties must meet and confer 
regarding discovery disputes in advance of filing any motion to compel and certify such to the Court. 
See IRCP 37(a)(2). Plaintiff has failed to comply 
regarding the pending Motion for Sanctions and to 
respect with the Rules Civil Procedure, 
Moreover, Plaintiff misconstrues the 
Comt's prior Order as a basis for its Motion. The Motions should be denied. 
B. 
As indicated above, it is unclear as to what relief Plaintiff seeks by way of the Motion for 
Sanctions and Motion to Strike. Because the Motion confuses the prior Motions to Compel and the 
Court's Order, and also misstates the status of discovery responses in this matter it should be denied. 
The respectfully submit that the court should deny the Motion to Shorten Time and 
require the parties to comply with Rule 37(a)(2). 
OBJECTION TO l\fEMO:RANOUM JN O:Pl'OSI'UON TO MOTION FOR SAi'ICTIONS Ai'ID MOTION XO STIUI()!; }'°age 3 
OCT/O 010/MON 01: 14 RP.C FAX No. 20 P. 005 
Based on the foregoing, and the Affidavit and the the Caravellas 
respectfully that the Court Motion Sanctions to Strike, 
and deny Plaintiffs Motion to Shorten Time. 
I~ 
Dated this L day of October, 2010. 
Fre ri 
Raci e Olson Nye Budge & Bailey, Chtd. 
', 
OBJECTION TO l\'.{EMO~Ul\:l IN Ol'POSITTON TO MOTION FOR SANCTIONS ANP MOJJ'.ON TO STRIKE - Page 4 
OCT/O 01 0 l : l 4 PM Rl\C "' OLSot'·l No. 20852 9 P. 006 
I hereby certif)r that I served a copy of the following described pleading or document on the 
attorneys listed below by hand delivering, by mailing or by facsimile, with the correct postage 
thereon, on this /~y of October, 2010. 
DOCUMENT SERVED: AMENDED COUNTERCLAIM 
ATTORNEYS AND/OR INDIVIDUALS SERVED: 
Swafford Law Office, Chartered 
Ronald L. Swafford, Esq. 
Lanen K. Covert, Esq. 
525 Ninth Street 
Idaho Falls, ID. 83404 
( ) First Class Mail 
( JJfw1d Delivery ( 0 Facsimile 
( ) Overnight Mail 
OBJECTION TO l\'.(EMO:M..N.DUM lN O:Pl.'OSil'ION TO MOTION FOR SANCTIONS AND MOTION TO STRJKE - l'age 5 
OCT/04/2010/MON 01: 15 PM OLSON 
Frederick J. Halm, ill (1SB No. 4258) 
RACINE, OLSON, NYE, 
BUDGE & BAILEY, CHARTERED 
477 Shoup Ave. Ste. 203 
Post Office Box 50698 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
Telephone: (208) 528-610] 
Fax: (208) 528-6109 
fJh@racinelaw.net 
Attorney for Defendants I Counterclaimants 
FAX No. 2085 .~ 09 
F ~LED 
AU(; 2 ti 2009 
TIME: 3 '. ( 5 Adf · 
TETON CO. ID DISTRICT ctUftt 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRJCT OF TIIE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TETON 
FRONTIER DEVELOPMENT GROUP, 
LLC 
Case No. CV-09-068 
P. 01 1 
Plaintiff, MOTION FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER 
YS. 
LOUIS CARA VELLA and PA TRlCIA 
CARAVELLA, 
Defendants. 
LOUIS CARA VELLA and P ATRlCIA 
CARAVELLA, 
Counterclairnauts, 
v. 
FRONTIER DEVELOPMENT GROUP, LLC, 
and MICHAEL HORN, 
Counterdefendants. 
EXHIBIT "A'' 
COMES NOW the Defendants I Counterclaimants in the above-referenced action, by and 
thrnugh their attorneys of record, Racine, Olson, Nye, Budge & Bailey, Chtd., pursuant to ldaho 
Rules of Civil Procedure 26( c ), 31 ( d) and 37( d), respectively move this Couli for a Protective 
n p _·;.n ·3 
'' u ,. ~J 
. .·, 
',' ,-.;, 
OCT/04/2010/MON Ol: 15 PM RAC OLSON P. 012 
those depositions may not be held as scheduled, and until the Plaintiff responds to discovery, 
which has been pending since May 14, 2009. 
This motion is made and based upon the files and records in the above-referenced action, 
together with the Affidavit of Frederick J. Hahn; ID filed herewith, as well as a Memornndum in 
Support of the Motion to Compel and for a Protective Order. 
/}j~ 
Dated this M day of August, 2009. 
OCT/041201 O/MON 01: 15 PM R,ll,C 
"\ 
l 
OLSOM FAX No. 20852 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
9 P. 013 
I hereby certify that r served a copy of the following described pleading or document on 
tl1e attorneys listed be~ by hand deliveri11g1 by mailing or by facsimile, with the con-ect postage 
thereon, on this _Jd_ 0ey" of August, 2009. 
DOCUMENT SERVED: 
ATTORNEYS SERVED: 
Swafford Law Office, Chartered 
Ronald L. Swafford, Esq. 
525 Ninth Street 
Idabo Falls, ID. 83404 
P:\FJ\J7286· Cor1'vcll1t"'-fo1io11i for J!rotcd.ive Onlvr.wpd:Vcl 
MOTION FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER 
0 1 r: ~<,~ <! 
l,J \!L 
( ) First Class Mail 
( ) !Jond Delivery . 
( vfFacsindle 
( ) Via Overnight Mail 
OCT/04/2010/MON 01: 15 PM RAC OLSON 
Frederick J. Hahn, ill (ISB No. 4258) 
RACINE, OLSON, NYE, 
BUDGE & BAILEY, CHARTERED 
4 77 Shoup Ave. Ste. 203 
Post Office Box 50698 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
Telephone: (208) 528-610] 
Fax: (208) 528-6109 
:fih@racinelaw.net 
Attorney for Defendants I Counterclaimants 
FAX No. 20852 9 P. 014 
) 
Fi LED 
~s2s2ou~ . , I . TIME: 0' l"';TR\cT cOU 1 TETON CO. ID 0 . 
JN 11-IE DISTRICT COURT OF TI-IE SEVENTB JUDICIAL DISTRJCT OF TBE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TETON 
FRONTIER DEVELOPMENT GROUP, 
LLC 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
LOUIS CARA VELLA and PA TRlCIA 
CARAVELLA, 
Defendants. 
LOUIS CARA VELLA and PA TRJCIA 
CARAVELLA, 
Counterclaimants, 
V. 
FRONTlER DEVELOPJvIBNT GROUP, LLC, 
and MICHAEL HOR1\f1 
Counterdefendants. 
Case No. CV-09-068 
MOTION TO COMPEL DISCOVERY 
Pursuant to Rule 37 ofthe Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure, Defendants I Counterclairnants 
Louis and Patricia Caravella hereby move for an Order Compelling the Plaintiff Frontier - . 
Development Group, LLC and Countexdefendant Michael Horn to respond Defendants• I 
. r ~ (?> ~ fB}'\W 
~ )' { ~ 
OCT /04/201 O/MON 0 ! : l 5 PM Rl\C OLSON FAX No. 20852 P. 015 
This Motion is supported by the Affidavit of Frederick J. Hahn, III, which includes a 
certification that counsel's attempted to resolve this discovery dispute as required by Rule 37 
of the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure. This Motion is also supported by a Memorandum of 
Points and Authorities. 
Oral argument is respectfully requested. 
sf. 
Dated this .Z/_ dfryOf August> 2009. 
Frederic . rum, ill 
Counsel ·or Defendants I Counterclaimants 
OCT/O 4/201 O/MON 01: 15 PM RP.C OLSON FAX No. 20852 9 P. 016 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that 1 served a copy of the following described pleading or document on 
the attorneys listed belo~ hand delivering, by mailing or by facsimile, with the correct postage 
thereon, on this _Z{_ ~of August, 2009. 
DOCUMENT SERVED: 
ATTORNEYS SERVED: 
Swafford Law Office, Chartered 
Ronald L. Swafford, Esq. 
525 Ninth Street 
Idaho Falls, ID. 83404 
MOTION TO COMPEL DISCOVERY 
( ) First Class Mail 
( ) Ifgtid Delivery 
( vJFacsimile · 
( ) Via Overnight Mail 
Fre*-~-=~----
OCT/04/2010/MON 01: 15 PM RP.C 
Sep. 1. 2009 1: 59PM 
OLSON 
.iford Law 
') 
SVvAFFORD IAW OFFICE. CHARTERED 
Ronald L Swafford, Esq,, Bar No.1657 
R. James Archibald, Esq., Bar No. 4445 
Trevor L Castleton, Esq., Bar No. 5809 
Larren K. Covext, Esq,, Bar No. 7217 
525 Nint:h Street 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83404 
Telephone: (20B) 524-4002 
Facsimile: (208) 524-4131 
Attorneys for Plaindff/Councerdefendants 
FAX No. 20852 9 
lfo. 94i8 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
Tiffi STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TETON 
FRONrIER DEVELOPlvfENT GROUP, llC, Case No.: CV~ 2009--06B 
Plaintiff, 
vs. MOTION TO COMPEL 
LOUIS CARA VELLA and PATRICIA 
CARAVELLA, 
Defendants_ 
LOUIS CARA VELLA and PATRICIA 
CARAVELLA, 
Cou:n.tercla:imants1 
VS. 
FRONTIER DEVELOPMENT GROUP, LLC., EXHIBIT "B" 
and MICHAEL HORN, 
Counterde:fendant; 
Pursuant to Rule 3 7 ( d) of rhe. Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure, 
P. 017 
P. '/_ 
Plain.dff/Counterdefondanr:s, Frontier Development and Micha cl Horn, hereby move chis Court 
MOTJON TO COMPEL- 1 
OCT/04/2010/MON Ol: 15 PM RAC FAX No. 20852 9 P. 018 
Sep. 1. 2009 1: 59PM 
LSON 
Law IVo. 94:L8 r. j 
for an Order Compelling the.Defendants, Louis Caravella and Patricia Caravella, co appear for 
depositions :;ts scheduled and set forth in the Notices of Taking of Deposition Duces. T ecum. 
This Motion is supported by the: Affidavit of Ronald L Swafford, Esq., which includes 
verification of the attempts made by Plaintiff's counsel to schedule de.:positio:ns at times that are 
mutually convenient. 
Oral argument is respectfullyrequesced. 
DATEDtlris~09. 
MOTION TO COMPEL~ 2 
OCT/04/2010/MON 01: 16 PM RAC' FAX No. 20852 9 P. 019 
Sep. 1. 2009 1: ?9PM 
LSON 
Law No. ~4L!l r. 4 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this day I cause.d to be served a true an.d correct copy of the 
foregoing document on the parties designated below and by the method of de:ltvery indicg,mf: 
Frederic J. Hahn, Ill 
Racine, Olse:n., Nye, Budge &; Batley 
PD. :Box50698 
477 Shoup Avenue, Suite 203 
Idaho Falls, ID 83405 
(208)528-6101 
. DATEDi:his~~9.· 
MOTION TO COMPEL~ 3 
DMAILING 
./ F.A,;"'tING (208-528--6109) 
D HAND DEUVERY 
D COURTHOUSE BOX 
C~S, CHARTERED 
f' r, -~ "? -~ 
1.._t. i ...a .. 
OCT/04/2010/MON 01: 16 PM RAC OLSON 
. Frederick J. Hahn, III (ISB No. 4258) 
RACINE, OLSON, NYE, 
BUDGE & BAILEY, CHARTERED 
4 77 Shoup Ave. Ste. 107 
Post Office Box 50698 
Idaho Falls, Ida110 83405 
Telephone: (208) 528-6101 
Fax: (208) 528-6109 
fih@racinelaw.net 
Attorney for Defendants I Counterclaimants 
FAX No. 20852 9 P. 020 
· · . , ti ·i lliOS 
....... 
TETON CO., ID 
OISTHlCT COURT 
W THE DISTRJCT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TETON 
FRONTIER DEVELOPMENT GROUP,. 
LLC 
Plaintiff, 
\IS. 
LOUIS CARA VELLA and PATRJCIA 
CARAVELLA, 
Defendants. 
LOUIS CARA VELLA and PATRICIA 
CARAVELLA, 
CoUlJ.terclaimants, 
V. 
FRONTIER DEVELOPMENT GROUP,LLC, 
and MICHAEL HORN, 
Counterdefendants. 
Case No. CV-09-068 
ORDER REGARDING MOTIONS TO 
COMPEL AND FOR PROTECTIVE 
ORDER 
EXHIBIT "C" 
Pursuant to the Defendants' I Counterclairmmts' Motions to Compel and for a Protective 
Order, and the Coutt's consideration of the arguments of counsel; 
OCT/04/2010/MON 01: 16 PM Ril.C FAX No. 20852 P. 021 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the Defendants I Counterclaimants Motion to Compel is 
GRANTED, and all pending written Discovery (Jn.teffogatories and Requests for Production) 
shall be answered on or before September 22, 2009; 
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that upon the completion of written Discovery and 
Productiou of Documents as ordered herein, primary Depositions oftbe parties in this matter 
shall be completed within 35 days or on or before October 27. 2009. The parties may schedule 
and conduct follow-up Discovery. 
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that with respect to the Defendants' I Counterclairnants' 
Motion for a Protective Order, the Motion is DENIED with respect to the request that all 
"Exhibits" must be produced in compliance with Plaintiffs Deposit)on Notice Duces Tecwn. To 
the extent that any Exhibits are known to the Defendants I Counterclaimants they shall be 
produced at the time of Depositions. With respect to Plaintiffs request for docillnents 
exchanged with Third-Parties, the Motion for a Protective Order is DENIED, except to the extent 
such documents are privileged either as attorney-client privilege or under the attorney work 
product docu·ine. Finally with respect to the Plaintiff's request for the Production of Financial 
Statements as requested in Plaintiffs Deposition Notice Duces Tecum, the Motion of Protective 
Order is GRANTED and Defendants I Counterclaimants are not required to produce financial 
documents or records as presently requested. 
Q,~tv€.. 
Dated this _I __ day of September, 2009. 
J5/~ 
Gregory W. Moeller, District Judge 
2 ORDER REG,ARDING MOTIONS TO COI\IIl'ltL AND FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER 
f .. f~ 1 ~ 
t, h _i u 
COURT MINUTES 
CV-2009-0000068 
Frontier Development Group, LLC vs. Louis Caravella, etal. 
Hearing type: Motion to Amend Counterclaim 
Hearing date: 10/5/2010 
Time: 3:42 pm 
Judge: Gregory W Moeller 
Minutes Clerk: PHYLLIS HANSEN 
Ron Swafford, Plaintiff's Attorney 
F J Hahn Defendant's Attorney 
Brent Whiting, Defendant's Attorney 
J calls case; ids those present; motions 
Motion for Sanctions and to Strike 
Compel 
In Lirnine 
Motion to Amend Counterclaim 
Injunction 
J - Motion to compel is already ruled on 
344 
Motion to Amend Counterclaim 
Hahn - been no opposition filed to motion to amend 
Not garden variety foreclosure 
Yell ow stone's role in structural issues in home 
346 
Swafford - history of home 
Everything is in dispute 
Yellowstone simply delivered materials 
Gone to mediation - quite impossible 
This case is going to be tried - quite complex 
This adds several new counts 
Don't think plead appropriately 
Month from trial 
Creates complete change is status of the claims 
This probably creates conflict of interest 
Probably removes me as counsel for either party and wastes many many thousands of 
dollars 
Incomplete discovery 
Insurmountable problem can't get around 
351 
Hahn - motion does not add Yellowstone on each calim 
Breach of contract; implied covenant; 
J just tort based claims 
Found out at Hom's depo that actually Yellowstone was ftwolved before Caravellas 
June 10 affd lays out number of times have tried to schedule depo 
l i 
. ., ~ 
:. ;._) 
YDIC has essentially refused to comply with any orders 
Warranty of Habitability - arises unless it was disclaimed 
354 
J - if grant motion, will be ready to try in month 
Hahn -yes; still want to do Yellowstone's depo 
Conflict issues - pointed this out to counsel in 2009 suspect in is June 2009 Affidavit 
J if grant motion to amend - what does that do to remaining motions 
Hahn - issue has been in the case since day one 
357 
J how did this case develop procedurally? 
J - what changes by Motion to Amend being granted 
J - conspiracy claim is new- yes 
Swafford - this is frivolous claim and don't think it will go to trial 
Can't represent both of them in a conspiracy claim 
Dispute was always with Horn 
401 
J - conflict was only potential? 
J could they waive conflict 
Going to be a ten day trial 
406 
If there is prejudice - think will be almost impossible to try in two days 
Hahn cannot try in two days 
Facts were uniquely in possession YDIC and Horn 
Teamed up on at least 4 other projects 
Jim and Sue Williams- same thing happens 
Believe same counsel was involved 
Important themes - all of houses were under construction at the same time and with the 
same materials 
They are true claims that need to be adjudicated in this matter 
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J - concern to postpone trial setting 
Issues that came up with Discovery 
If grant, going to be impossible to hold in two days 
Persuaded from Swafford - not actual conflict until grant Motion to Amend 
Going to grant Motion to Amend - need to be raised and need to be resolved 
Motion for Partial Summary Judgment - not sure their attorney is even here 
Hahn - thought conceded Yellowstone 
Swafford - don't feel comfortable proceeding any further at all 
We filed response to Partial summary Judgment; question as to who it may be 
applicable to 
414 
J - not sure we can resolve any of these issues 
Hahn understand and don't disagree 
Grave concern to Motion regarding properties 
Concern Horn doesn't live here any more 
Significant properties here; real concerns about moving trial out 
415 
J familiar of effects of move to Florida 
TRO can be issued ex parte - forbid Horn from selling any of Teton County properties 
without written permission 
Would love him to sell his properties as long as money put in trust 
Has 5 separate properties Horn owns in Teton County 
Currently nothing against his properties 
J -evidence -
Whiting - properties are listed for sale 
Sold his house few weeks later 
417 
Swafford - motion is totally insufficient 
Williams don't deny they owe it - they're just trying to find a way to pay it 
Struhs has been a mess from the beginning 
Alleged no immediate irreparable harm or damage 
421 
Hahn - common knowledge that Florida is where Horn is moving 
My clients will agree not to dispose of any property in Teton Valley 
J - concern - prejudgment writ - not sure appropriate factual foundation has been met 
Will deny the request at this time without prejudice 
415 
J familiar of effects of move to Florida 
TRO can be issued ex parte - forbid Horn from selling any of Teton County properties 
without written permission 
Would love him to sell his properties as long as money put in trust 
Has 5 separate properties Horn owns in Teton County 
Currently nothing against his properties 
J -evidence -
\Vhiting - properties are listed for sale 
Sold his house few weeks later 
417 
Swafford - motion is totally insufficient 
Williams don't deny they owe it - they're just trying to find a way to pay it 
Struhs has been a mess from the beginning 
Alleged no immediate irreparable harm or damage 
421 
Hahn common knowledge that Florida is where Horn is moving 
My clients will agree not to dispose of any property in Teton Valley 
J - concern - prejudgment writ - not sure appropriate factual foundation has been met 
Will deny the request at this time without prejudice 
Granted motion to amend and temporarily suspended remaining motions 
Think going to have to vacate the trial date 
Frederick J. Hahn, III (ISB No. 4258) 
RACINE, OLSON, NYE, 
BUDGE & BAILEY, CHARTERED 
477 Shoup Ave. Ste. 107 
Post Office Box 50698 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
Telephone: (208) 528-6101 
Fax: (208) 528-6109 
fih@racinelaw.net 
Attorney for Defendants I Counterclaimants 
'j' j ,j 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TETON 
FRONTIER DEVELOPMENT GROUP, 
LLC 
Case No. CV-09-068 
Plaintiff, ORDER GRANTING MOTION TO 
AMEND THE COUNTERCLAIM 
VS. 
LOUIS CARA VELLA and PA TRICIA 
CARAVELLA, 
Defendants. 
LOUIS CARA VELLA and PA TRICIA 
CARAVELLA, 
Counterclaimants, 
V. 
FRONTIER DEVELOPMENT GROUP, LLC, 
and MICHAEL HORN, 
Counterdefendants. 
Pursuant to the Defendants' I Counterclaimants' Motions to Amend the Counterclaim, 
and the Court's consideration of the arguments of counsel; 
1 .... f. ~~~1 ') 
,, ~ 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the Defendants I Counterclaimants Motion to Amend the 
Counterclaim is GRANTED, and Defendants I Counterclaimants are granted leave to file their 
Amended Counterclaim; 
10.J<.--Dated this _LJ_ day of October, 2010. 
CLERK'S CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I hereby certify that I served a copy of the following described pleading or document on 
the attorneys listed below by hand delivering, by mailing or by facsimile, with the correct postage 
thereon, on this l q~ day of October, 2009. 
DOCUMENT SERVED: ORDER REGARDING MOTIONS TO COMPEL AND 
FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER 
ATTORNEYS SERVED: 
Swafford Law Office, Chartered 
Ronald L. Swafford, Esq. 
525 Ninth Street 
Idaho Falls, ID. 83404 
Frederick J. Hahn, III 
Racine Olson Nye Budge & Bailey, Chtd. 
Post Office Box 50698 
Idaho Falls, ID 83405 
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Frederick J. Hahn, III (ISB No. 4258) 
Jonathan M. Volyn (ISB No. 6434) 
Brent L. Whiting (ISB No. 6601) 
RACINE, OLSON, NYE, 
BUDGE & BAILEY, CHARTERED 
477 Shoup Ave. Ste. 107 
Post Office Box 50698 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
Telephone: (208) 528-6101 
Fax: (208) 528-6109 
fih@racinelaw.net 
Attorney for Defendants I Counterclaimants 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TETON 
FRONTIER DEVELOPMENT GROUP, 
LLC 
Plaintiff, 
V. 
LOUIS CARA VELLA and PA TRICIA 
CARAVELLA, 
Defendants. 
LOUIS CARA VELLA and PATRICIA 
CARAVELLA, 
Counterclaimants, 
V. 
FRONTIER DEVELOPMENT GROUP, 
LLC, and MICHAEL HORN, 
Counterdefendants. 
Case No. CV-09-068 
AMENDED COUNTERCLAIM 
YELLOWSTONE DO IT CENTER, LLC 
Plaintiff, 
v. 
LOUIS CARA VELLA and PA TRICIA 
CARAVELLA, 
Defendants. 
LOUIS CARA VELLA and PA TRICIA 
CARAVELLA, 
Counterclaimants 
v. 
YELLOWSTONE DO IT CENTER, LLC, 
Counterdefendant 
Defendants/Counterclaimants Louis Caravella and Patricia Caravella, by and through 
their counsel of record, Racine 0 lson Nye Budge & Bailey, Chtd. as and for a cause of action 
against the above-named Counterdefendants Michael Hom, Frontier Development Group, LLC 
and Yellowstone Do It Center, LLC hereby claim and allege as follows: 
I. 
PARTIES JURISDICTION AND VENUE 
1. Counterclaimants Louis Caravella and Patricia Caravella (the "Caravellas") are 
individuals, residing in Ohio and who owned real property in Teton County, Idaho. 
2. Counterclaimants are informed and believe that Counterdefendant Frontier Development 
Group, LLC ("Frontier Development") is an Idaho Limited Liability Company principally 
in Teton County, Idaho. 
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3. Counterdefendant, Mike Horn ("Horn") is an individual residing in Teton County, Idaho 
who works as a general contractor throughout Teton County, Idaho. 
4. The Caravellas are informed and believe that Counterdefendant Yellowstone Do it 
Center, LLC ("Yellowstone") is an Idaho Limited Liability Company, principally located 
in Rigby, Idaho. 
5. Pursuant to Rules 13 and 14 of the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure, as well as Idaho Code 
§ 45-516, jurisdiction is proper in the District Court of the Seventh Judicial District of 
Idaho. Venue is proper pursuant to Idaho Code§ 5-401 and §5-404 in Teton County, 
Idaho. 
II. 
GENERAL ALLEGATIONS 
6. In or about April, 2008, the Caravellas traveled to Teton County, Idaho and learned of a 
property in River Rim Ranch Subdivision, which was in foreclosure. The Caravellas 
purchased the real property, which included a partially constructed home (the "Project"). 
In addition to the real property and Project, the Caravellas were provided with the plans 
and specifications for the Project. 
7. At the time the Caravellas first inspected the Project they met Counterdefendant Mike 
Horn, who indicated that he had been the contractor for the Project under contract with 
the original owner. Horn inspected the Project construction and assured the Caravellas 
that the construction conformed to existing building codes and standards. Horn advised 
that some minor structural framing work needed to be addressed. Hom' statements and 
representations were based upon Yellowstone's Structural Review. Hom inspected the 
Project construction and assured the Caravellas Horn and the Caravellas discussed the 
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possibility of Hom continuing on with the Construction and assisting the Caravellas if 
they were successful in purchasing the Project. Hom did not disclose that he was the 
agent or representative of Frontier Development. 
8. During their initial discussions and discussions subsequent the purchase of the Project, 
the Caravellas stated to Hom that it was their intention to finish the construction of the 
Project in stages, and as funds were available. The Caravellas stated that a condition of 
proceeding with Horn would be to complete over an extended period of time and first 
completing the exterior of the Project so that it would be weather proof and working on 
the additional construction only as funds were available and as directed by the Caravellas. 
The Caravellas offered to hire Horn on a limited scope basis, to install the exterior stone 
and exterior siding on the Project, and finish uncompleted portions of the roof, structural 
framing and other limited-scope construction. Horn agreed to perform the limited-scope 
of work and to work only at the direction and agreement of the Caravellas. 
9. The Caravellas instructed and Hom agreed to construct the Project in strict accordance 
with the Project Plans. 
10. Hom provided the Caravellas with a quote to preform the exterior stone, siding and 
framing work for approximately $85,000.00. The Caravellas agreed to contract with 
Hom to preform this limited scope of work. With respect to exterior stone and siding 
work, the Caravellas directed and Hom agreed to construct the Project in strict 
accordance with the Project plans. 
11. Yellowstone performed a structural review of the Project and advised Hom that there 
were structural and framing deficiencies with the Project. Based on Yellowstone's 
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analysis, Hom represented to the Caravellas prior to their purchase of the Project, that the 
existing construction of the Project was of the highest building quality and standard, met 
all existing building codes, but that there were structural framing deficiencies, which 
needed to be addressed at the outset of resuming construction of the Project. 
12. The parties agreed to a limited scope of work on the Project, however, Hom breached the 
parties' agreement by preforming work outside of the agreed scope and beyond the 
contemplation or agreement of the parties, including but not limited to purchasing 
electrical components not called for by the plans or specifications, improperly installing 
the exterior stonework and siding, failing to complete elements of construction, which 
Horn had agreed to prior to the onset of adverse weather. Horn incurred costs relating to 
the Project, which were not directed by or agreed to my the Caravellas. 
13. In or about August 2008, Horn advised the Caravellas that the exterior stonework had 
been completed and billed the Caravellas for such work. Horn's statements and 
assurance that portions of the agreed upon work had been completed and completed in 
accordance with the Project plan was false and misleading. Horn made such statements 
of fact and sent billings for uncompleted and or non-conforming work, with the intention 
of deceiving the Caravellas. 
14. The Caravellas relied upon Horn's assertion that work had been properly and completely 
finished and paid Horn in reliance upon Horn's false and misleading statements. 
15. Based upon assurances from Horn that work had been properly completed, the Caravellas 
paid Horn, however, Horn failed and refused to pay subcontractors and or material 
suppliers for work or materials supplied to the Project. 
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16. Hom and or Frontier Development were general contractors pursuant to Idaho Code 
section 45-525. However, neither Hom nor Frontier Development provided the 
Caravellas with written general contractor disclosure as required by Idaho Code§ 45-525. 
As a consequence of Hom's and or Frontier Development's failure to comply with the 
Idaho Code, the Caravellas were not advised of their rights to obtain lien releases upon 
payment to Hom. 
17. As a consequence of Hom's and or Frontier Development's failure to comply with the 
Idaho Code, liens have been placed against the Project. 
III. 
CLAIMS 
COUNT ONE 
BREACH OF CONTRACT 
18. Counterclaimants re-allege and incorporate by reference each of the allegations set forth, 
in Paragraphs 1through17, above and further allege in support of this Count as follows: 
19. The Caravellas and Counterdefendant Hom entered into a contract for a limited scope of 
work to be preformed on the Project. The terms of the contract called for Horn to 
perform a limited scope of work on the Project, in strict accordance with the Project Plans 
and only as directed by the Caravellas. 
20. The Caravellas preformed their duties and obligations under the contract by remitting 
payment to Counterdefendant Hom, for the scope of work agreed to by the parties. 
21. Counterdefendant Horn and or Frontier Development breached the parties' contract by 
inter alia failing and refusing to preform only the scope of the work agreed to by the 
parties, preforming work that did not confirm to the Project plans, preforming work 
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outside the scope of the parties' agreement and by failing to pay subcontractors and 
suppliers for work preformed on the Project. 
22. As a result in Counterdefendant Hom's and or Frontier Development's breach of contract, 
the Caravellas have incurred damages in an amount to be determined at the trial of this 
matter, including but not limited to the costs to correct defects in the construction, 
remove work not agreed to by the Caravellas and payment to subcontractors and or 
material suppliers. 
COUNT TWO 
THE DUTY OF GOOD FAITH AND FAIR DEALING 
23. Counterclaimants re-allege and incorporate by reference each of the allegations set forth, 
in Paragraphs 1 through 22, above and further allege in support of this Count as follows: 
24. The Duty of Good Faith and Fair Dealing is implied in the contract between the 
Caravellas and Counterdefendants. Counterdefendant Horn and or Frontier Development 
breached the Duty of Good Faith and Fair Dealing by inter alia incurring costs on the 
Project which are beyond the scope of the parties' agreement and incurring third party 
debts beyond the parties' contract. Allowing third parties to encumber the Project by 
allowing work and or materials not called for under the parties' contract and subsequent 
liens recorded by such third parties. 
25. The Caravellas have incurred damages as a result of Counterdefendants' breach of the 
Duty in Good Faith and Fair Dealing in the amount to be determined at the trial in this 
matter. 
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COUNT THREE 
BREACH OF THE IDAHO CONSUMER PROTECTION ACT 
26. Counterclaimants re-allege and incorporate by reference each of the allegations set forth, 
in Paragraphs 1 through 25, above and further allege in support of this Count as follows: 
27. Counterdefendants Hom and Frontier Development operate a trade or commerce as 
defined by Idaho Code § 48-602 and offer services, which come within the purview of the 
Idaho Consumer and Protection Act, Idaho Code § 48-601 et seq. 
28. As general contractors Counterdefendants are required to give a general contractor 
disclosure pursuant to Idaho Code § 45-525, because the Project constitutes a residential 
real property transaction. Counterdefendants' failure to comply with Idaho Code§ 45-
525 as well as their conduct as alleged herein, constitute violations of the Idaho 
Consumer Protection Act and an unfair and deceptive acts or practices under the Idaho 
Consumer Protection Act. Counterdefendants should be required to indemnify and 
defend the Caravellas with respect to any lien claims and or actions relating to the 
Project. 
29. As a result of Counterdefendants' violations of the Idaho Consumer Protection Act, the 
Caravellas have incurred damages in an amount to be determined at the trial of matter 
including but not limited to liens placed by suppliers and or subcontractors on the Project. 
In addition to an award of damages, the Caravellas are entitled to an award of costs and 
attorneys fees pursuant to Idaho Code§ 48-608. 
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COUNT FOUR 
WARRANTY OF HABITABILITY 
30. Counterclaimants re-allege and incorporate by reference each of the allegations set forth, 
in Paragraphs 1 through 29, above and further allege in support of this Count as follows: 
31. Hom and Frontier Development held themselves out to be general construction 
contractors, constructing high end residential construction projects in the Teton County. 
As a residential construction contractors, Hom and Frontier Development owed an 
implied duty to construct the Project in a safe and habitable condition. Under Idaho Law, 
the Implied Warranty of Habitability runs to subsequent purchasers ofresidential 
properties and is not limited by privity of contract. 
32. Hom and Frontier Development breached the Implied Warranty of Habitability by failing 
to construct the Project in a safe habitable manner, including but not limited to their 
failure to properly frame the Project, and failure to weather proof the Project. 
33. The Caravellas have incurred damages in an amount to be determined at the trial of this 
matter, as a result of Hom's and Frontier Development's Breach of the Implied Warranty 
of Habitability. 
COUNT FIVE 
SLANDER OF TITLE 
34. Counterclaimants re-allege and incorporate by reference each of the allegations set forth, 
in Paragraphs 1through33, above and further allege in support of this Count as follows: 
3 5. Counterdefendant Frontier Development recorded and served a lien upon the Caravellas, 
which was recorded as Instrument No. 201747 in the records of Teton County, Idaho (the 
"Frontier Development's Lien"). Frontier Development's Lien constitutes the publication 
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of a Slanderous statement which was wrongful and improper. The Caravellas never 
authorized work for which Frontier Development claims the Lien. 
36. Counterdefendant Yellowstone recorded and served a lien upon the Caravellas, which 
was recorded as Instrument No. 201708 in the records of Teton County, Idaho (the 
"Yellowstone Lien"). Yellowstone's Lien constitutes the publication of a Slanderous 
statement which was wrongful and improper. The Caravellas did not authorized material 
for which Yellowstone claims it's Lien. 
3 7. Counterdefendants Frontier Development's and Yellowstone's action in recording the 
Frontier Development and Yellowstone Lien were reckless, erroneous, fraudulent, and 
wrongful, and rose the level of malicious conduct. Frontier Development and 
Yellowstone recorded their Liens in order to harass and injure the Caravellas. 
38. As a result of Frontier Developments Lien, the Caravellas have incurred damages in an 
amount to be determined at the trial of this matter. 
COUNT SIX 
FRAUD AND MISREPRESENTATION 
39. Counterclaimants re-allege and incorporate by reference each of the allegations set forth, 
in Paragraphs 1 through 38, above and further allege in support of this Count as follows: 
40. Counterdefendants made representations of fact relating to the standards and quality of 
construction of the Project as well as work necessary to properly complete the Project, 
and the cost of such work. Counterdefendants' representations were material and false 
and made to induce the Caravellas to purchase the Project and contract with Horn and 
remit payment to Counterdefendants. Counterdefendant Horn had a pecuniary interest in 
the Caravellas' decision to purchase the Project. Counterdefendant Horn failed to advise 
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the Caravallas regarding his financial interest in their purchase of the Project, and also 
failed to accurately and fully advise the Caravellas regarding the nature and quality of the 
work performed on the Project. 
41. Horn was aware of the falsity of his representations, which were made to the Caravellas 
with the intention that they rely upon such representations. The Caravellas reasonably 
relied upon Horn's representations to their determent and have incurred damages as a 
result thereof. Counterclaimants are entitled to an award of damages in an amount to be 
determined at the trial of this matter. 
COUNT SEVEN 
CIVIL CONSPIRACY RELATING TO SIX 
42. Counterclaimants re-allege and incorporate by reference each of the allegations set forth, 
in Paragraphs 1 through 41, above and further allege in support of this Count as follows: 
43. Yellowstone and Horn I Frontier Development agreed between them to purchase and 
deliver materials for the Project, which were unnecessary, un-needed and ultimately not 
installed on the Project. Yellowstone and Hom I Frontier Development forwarded bills to 
Caravellas for material and equipment that was not supplied to the Project or installed on 
the Project and established a plan or scheme to utilize the materialmen's lien laws to 
extort payment from the Caravellas. 
44. Yellowstone as an active party to the scheme utilized by Counterdefendants through its 
authorized representative Scott Norman, and Yellowstone conspired with Horn and 
Frontier Development to defraud the Caravellas and utilize the Idaho Mechanics Lien 
Laws to wrongfully obtain funds from the Caravellas. 
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45. The Caravellas have incurred damages as a direct and proximate result of Yellowstone 
and Horn I Frontier Development's wrongful conduct and civil conspiracy. 
COUNT EIGHT 
NEGLIGENCE 
46. Counterclaimants re-allege and incorporate by reference each of the allegations set forth, 
in Paragraphs 1 through 45, above and further allege in support of this Count as follows: 
47. Yellowstone volunteered to undertake a structural analysis of the Project, and in doing so 
was bound to use reasonable care and diligence. Yellowstone utilized its structural 
review as a means to sell additional material for the Project. 
48. Yellowstone breached its duty of care owed to Caravellas in failing to accurately and 
properly perform the structural framing on the Project. Yellowstone was negligent with 
respect to its work on the Project, including but not limited to the conduct of the 
structural review of the Project. 
49. As a direct and proximate result of Yellowstone's negligence, the Caravellas incurred 
damages in an amount to be determined at the trial of this matter and in excess of the 
amount of Yellowstone's Lien claim. 
IV. 
ATTORNEYS FEES AND COSTS 
PREJUDGMENT INTEREST 
50. The Caravellas have been required to retain Racine Olson Nye Budge & Bailey, Chtd. to 
defend against the Complaint and prosecute this Counterclaim. Pursuant to the Idaho 
Code including but not limited to Idaho Code§§ 12-120, 12-121and45-608, the 
Caravellas are entitled to an award of their reasonable attorneys fees. The amount of 
$5,000.00 is a reasonable attorney fee if this matter is concluded by Default and a greater 
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amount should be awarded if the matter is contested. The Caravellas are entitled an 
award of their costs pursuant to the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure. 
51. Pursuant to Idaho Code section 28-22-104, the Caravellas are entitled to an award of 
prejudgment interest at the rate of twelve percent per annum with respect to their 
damages recoverable in this matter. 
WHEREFORE, Counterclaimants Louis and Patricia Caravella pray for judgment 
against the above-named Counterdefendants as follows: 
A. A money judgment against Michael Hom, Frontier Development Group, LLC and 
Yellowstone Do It Center, LLC for an amount to be determined at the trial of this 
matter; 
B. For the judgment to include an award of prejudgment interest in an amount to be 
determined at the trial of this matter; 
C. That the court issue an order removing Frontier Development's and Yellowstone's 
Lien, as a wrongful cloud upon the Caravellas' title; 
D. For the judgment to include an award of attorneys fees incurred in this matter, the 
amount of $5,000 is a reasonable fee if the matter is concluded by Default and a 
greater amount should be awarded if the matter is contested; 
E. For the judgment to include an award of costs incurred in this matter and in an 
amount to be determined after the trial or upon judgment; and 
F. For such other and further relief, which the court deems just, equitable, and proper 
in the premises. 
Dated this /S- day of October, 2010. /"'7 / ...,. <::. ,,--J 
j~ 
Brent L. Whiting __-:.?""" 
Racine Olson Nye Budge & Bailey, Chtd. 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that I served a copy of the following described pleading or document on 
the attorneys listed below by hand delivering, by mailing or by facsimile, with the correct postage 
thereon, on this /<:; day of October, 2010. 
DOCUMENT SERVED: AMENDED COUNTERCLAIM 
ATTORNEYS AND/OR INDIVIDUALS SERVED: 
Swafford Law Office, Chartered 
Ronald L. Swafford, Esq. 
Larren K. Covert, Esq. 
525 Ninth Street 
Idaho Falls, ID. 83404 
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( j'J) First Class Mail 
( ) Hand Delivery 
( ;x"J Facsimile 
( ) Overnight Mail 
Brent L. Whiting 
Nov. 12. 2010 4:54PM s ord Law 
SWAFFORD I.AW OFFICE, CHARTERED 
Ronald L Swafford, Esq., Bar No. 1657 
R.] ames Archibald, Esq., Bat No. 4445 
Trevor L. Castleton, Esq., Bat No. 5809 
Lanen K. Covert, Esq., Bar No. 7217 
525 Nin.th Street 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83404 
Telephone: (208) 524/4002 
Facsimile: (208) 524/4131 
No. 8595 P. 2/8 
FILED 
NOV 1 2 2010 
\ETON CO., ID 
O\SiRlCT COURT 
Attorneys for Frontier Development and Yellowstone Do It Center 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TETON 
FRONTIER DEVELOPMENT GROUP, LLC. Case No.: CV/2009/068 
Plaintiff, 
ANSWER TO AMENDED 
VS. COUNTERCIAIM 
LOUIS CARA VELLA and PATRICIA 
CARAVELLA, 
Defendants, 
LOUIS CARA VELLA and PATRICIA 
CARAVELLA, 
Counter claimants, 
V. 
FRONTIER DEVELOPMENT GROUP, LLC, 
and MICHAEL HORN, 
Counterdefendants. 
YELLOWSTONE DO IT CENTER, LLC. 
Plaintiff, 
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V. 
LOUIS CARA VEUA and PATRICIA 
CARAVELLA, 
Defendants. 
LOUIS CARA VELLA and PATRICIA 
CARAVELLA, 
Counterclaimants, 
v. 
YELLOWSTONE DO IT CENTER, LLC., 
Counterdefenda.nt. 
No. 8595 P. 3/8 
The Plaimills/Counterdefendants by and through their attorney of record, RONALD L 
SW AFFORD, ESQ. of Swafford Law Office Chartered, hereby answer and respond to the 
Defendant's Amended Counterclaim as follows: 
1. Plaintiffs/Counterdefendants hereby admit the contents of paragraph 1. 
2. Plain tills/Counter defendants hereby a~t the coments of paragraph 2. 
3. Plaintiffs admit that Mr. Hom resides in Teton County, Idaho. 
Plaimiffs/Counterdefendants deny that Mike Horn was acting as a general contractor 
personally as it relates to the allegations herein_ 
4. Plaintilfs/Counterdefendanrs hereby admit the contents of paragraph 4. 
5. Plaintills/Counterdefendams hereby admit the contents of paragraph 5. 
6. Plaintiffs/Counterdefendants deny that the Caravella's were provided with the plans and 
specifications for the project. The Plaintlffs/Counterdefendants admit the remainder. 
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7- Plaintilfs/Counterdefendants admit that the Caravellas met with Mr. Horn, who 
indicated that he had been the contractor for the Project under the original owner. 
Additionally, the Plaintills/Counterdefendants admit that Mr. Horn advised the 
Caravellas of some minor snuctural framing work needed to be addressed. The 
Plaintiffs/Counterdefendants deny the :remainder of this claim. 
8. Plaintiffs/Counterdefendants deny the allegations of paragraph 8 in whole. 
9. Plaintiffs/Counterdefendants deny the allegations of paragraph 9 in whole_ 
10. Plaintiffs/Countei-defendants deny the allegations of pai-agraph 10 in whole. 
11. Plaintills/Counterdefendants admit that Frontier Development met with the Caravellas 
on the Project and advised that construction was not complete. The 
Plainriffs/Counterdefendants deny the remainder of the allegations of paragraph 11 
herein. 
12. Plaintiffs/Counterdefendants deny the allegations of paragraph 12 in whole. 
13. Plaintiffs/Counterdefendants deny the allegations of paragraph 13 in whole_ 
14. Plaintiffs/Counterdefendants deny t:he allegations of paragraph 14 in whole. 
15. Plaintills/Counterdefendants deny the allegations of paragraph 15 in whole. 
16. Plaintills/Counterdefendants deny the allegations of paragraph 16 in whole 
17. Plaintiffs/Countei-dclendants deny the allegations of paragraph 17 in whole. 
18. Plaintiffs re/allage all admissions and denials, and incorpoi-ate them by refei-ence 
19. Plaintills/Counterdefe11dams deny the allegations of paragraph 19 in whole_ 
20. Plaintills/Counterdefendants deny the allegations of paragraph 20 in whole. 
21. Plaintiffs/Counrerdefendants deny the allegations of paragraph 21 in whole. 
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22. Plaint.iffs/Counterdefendants deny the allegations of paragraph 22 in whole. 
23. Plaintiffs :re-allage all admissions and denials, and incorporate them by reference 
24. Plaintiffs/Countetdefendants deny the allegations of paragraph 24 in whole. 
25. Plaintiffs/Counterdefendants deny the allegations of paragraph 25 in whole. 
26. Pla.intiffs/Counterdefendants re/allage all admissions and denials, and incorporate them 
by reference 
27. Plaintiffs/Counterdefendants deny any joint business between Horn and Frontier. 
28. Plaintills/Counterdefendants admits obligation to provide disclosures. Plaintiff's deny 
the :remainder thereof. 
29. Plaintills/Counterdefendants deny the allegations of paragraph 29 in whole. 
30. Plaintills/Counterdefendants re/allage all admissions and denials, and incorporate them 
by reference 
31. Plaintiffs/Counterdefendants deny any joint enterprise berween Horn and Frontier 
Development as general contractors. Plaintiffs deny the :remainder of this paragraph. 
32. Plaintiffs/Counterdefendants deny the allegations of paragraph 32 in whole. 
33. Plaintills/Counterdefendants deny the allegations of paragraph 33 in whole. 
34. Plaintiffs/Counterdefendants re,allage all admissions and denials, and incorpo:rate them 
by reference 
35. Plaintiffs/Counterdefendants admit filing of a lien as stated therein. Plaintiffs deny the 
remainder of said allegation. 
36. Plaimiffs/Counterdefendam:s admit recording and serving of said lien so identified. 
Plaintiffs deny the reniainder of said allegation 
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37. Plaimiffs/Counterdefendants deny the allegations of paragraph 37 in whole. 
38. Plaintills/Coum:erdefendants deny the allegations of paragraph 38 in whole. 
39. Plaintiffs/Counterdefendants re..-allage all admissions and denials, and incorporate them 
by reference 
40. Plaintiffs/Countetdefendants deny the allegations of paragraph 40 in whole. 
41. Plaintills/Counterdefendants deny the allegations of paragraph 41 in whole:. 
42. Plaintiffs/Counterdefendants re..-allage all admissions and denials, and incorporate them 
by reference 
43. Plaintiffs/Coumerdefendants deny the allegations of paragraph 43 in whole. 
44. Plaintills/Counterdefendants deny the allegations of paragraph 44 in whole. 
45. Plaintills/Countetdefendants deny the allegations of paragraph 45 in whole. 
46. Pla:intiffs/Counterdefendants re..-allage all admissions and denials, and :incorporate them 
by reference 
47. Plaintilis/Counterdefendants deny the: allegations of paragraph 47 in whole. 
48. Plaintiffs/Counterdefendants deny the allegations 0£ paragraph 48 in whole. 
49. Plaintiffs/Counterdefendants deny the allegations of paragraph 49 in whole. 
50. Plaintiffs/Counterdefendants admit :retention of legal counsel. Plaintiff denies remainder 
of said allegation. 
51. Plaintiffs/Counterdefendants deny the allegatibns of pa:ragraph 51 in whole. 
WHEREFORE, The Plaintiffs, Yellowstone Do it Yourself Center, and Frontier 
Development Group LLC, request judgment as follows: 
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l. The clatms and counterclaims filed by the Defendants and Counterclaimants herein be 
denied, taking nothing thereby. 
2. That each Plaintiff receive judgment against the Defendant herein pursuant to rhe:ir 
Complaint filed herein. 
3. That each Plaintiff herein be granted attorney fees and costs, and p:rejudgment interest 
pursuant to 28,22-104, and the remainder of the statutory premises clesc::ribed in the 
Complaim herein. 
4. That each Plaintiff be awarded their costs herein. 
5. For such other relief as is deemed appropriate by the Court after hearing or trial herein. 
DATED this~ofNovember, 2010. 
ICE, CHARTERED 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this day I caused to be: served a true and correct copy of the 
foregoing document on the parties designated below and by the method of delivery indicated: 
Frederic J- Hahn III, Esq. 
Racine, Olsen, Nye, Budge &:. Bailey, Chtd. 
P.O. Box 50698 
Idaho Falls, ID 83045 
(208)528-6101 
DATED this~y-of November, 2010. 
MAILING 
Y- FAXING (208-528-6109) 
HAND DELIVERY 
COURTHOUSE BOX 
SWAFFORD LAW OFFICE, CHARTERED 
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SW AFFORD IA W OFFICE, CHARTERED 
Ronald L Swafford, Esq,, Bar No.1657 
R.James Archibald, Esq., Bar No. 4445 
Trevor L Castleton, Esq., Bar No. 5809 
Latten K Covert, Esq., Bar No. 7217 
525 Ninth Street 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83404 
Telephone: (208) 524~4002 
Facsimile: (208) 524~4131 
No. 8726 P. 2 
Attorneys for Frontier Development, Yellowstone Do It Center, and Michael Ho:rn 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUN1Y OF TETON 
FRONTIER DEVELOPMENT GROUP, LLC. 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
LOUIS CARAVELLA and PATRICIA 
CARAVELLA, 
Defendants, 
LOUIS CARA VELLA and PATRICIA 
CARAVELLA, 
Countetclailnants, 
v. 
FRONTIER DEVELOPMENT GROUP, LLC, 
and MICHAEL HORN, 
Counterdefendants. 
Case No.: CV--2009-068 
AMENDED 
ANSWER TO AMENDED 
COUNTERCLAIM 
AMENDED ANSWER TO AMENDED COUNTERCLAIM -1 
If' ·1··~"" 
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YELLOWSTONE DO IT CENTER, UC 
Plaintiff, 
v. 
LOUIS CARA VELLA and PATRICIA 
CARAVELLA, 
Defendants. 
LOUIS CARAVELLA and PATRICIA 
CARAVELLA, 
Counterclaimants, 
V. 
YELLOV\fSTONE DO IT CENTER, LLC., 
Counte:rdef endant. 
No. 8726 P. 3 
The: Pla:i:ntiffs/Counterdefendants, Frontier Development Group, LLC. Yellowsmne Do It 
Cemeri LLC, and Michael Horn, by and drrough:their attorney of record, RONALD L 
SW AFFORD, ESQ. of Swafford Law Office Chartered, hereby answer and respond to the 
Defendant's Amended Counterclaim as follows: ; 
1. Plaintiffs/Counrerdefendants hereby admit the contents of paragraph L 
2. Plaintiffs/Counterdefendants hereby adniit the contents of paragraph 2. 
3. Plaimills/Counterdefendants admit that Mr. Horn resides in Teton County, Idaho. 
Plaintiffa/Counterdefendanrs deny that Mike Horn was acting as a general contractor 
personally as it relates to the allegations herein. 
4. Plaintiffs/Counterdefendants hereby admit the contents of paragraph 4. 
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5. Plaintiffs/Counterdefendants hereby admit the contents of pal'agraph 5. 
6. Plaintills/Counterdefendants deny that the Caravella's were p:rovided with the plans and 
specifications fol' the project. The Plaintills/Counterdefendants admit the remainder. 
7. Plaimills/Counterdefendants admit that the Caravellas met with Mr. Hom, who 
indicated that he had been the contractor for the Project under the original owner. 
Additionally, the Plaintiffs/Counterdefendants admit that Mr. Horn advised the Carave:llas of 
some minor snuctural framing work needed to be addressed. The 
Plaint:iffs/Counterdefendants deny the remainder of this claim. 
8. Plaintills/Counterdefendants deny the allegations of paragraph 8 in whole. 
9. Plaintiffs/Counterd~endants deny the allegations of paragraph 9 in whole. 
10. Plaintiffs/Counterdefendants deny the allegations of paragraph 10 in whole. 
11. Plaintills/Counterdefendants admit that Frontier Development met with the Caravellas 
on the Project and advised that construction was not complete. The 
Plainciffs/Counterdefendams deny the remainder of the allegations of paragraph 11 herein. 
12. Plaintiffs/Counterdefendams deny the allegations of paragraph 12 in whole. 
13. Plaintiffs/Counterdefendants deny the: allegations of paragraph 13 in whole. 
14. Plaintiffs/Counterdefendants deny the allegations of paragraph 14 in whole. 
15. Plaintiffs/Counterdefendants deny the allegations of paragraph 15 in whole. 
16. Plaintiffs/Counterdefendants deny the allegations of paragraph 16 in whole 
17. Plaintills/Counterdefendants deny the allegations of paragraph 17 in whole. 
18. Plaintiffs/Counterdefendants re~allage all admissions and denials, and incorporate them 
by reference 
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19. Plaintills/Counterdefendants deny the allegations of paragraph 19 in whole. 
20. Plaintiffs/Coumerdefendants deny the a:llegations of paragraph 20 in whole. 
21. Plaintiffs/Counrerdefendants deny the allegations of paragraph 21 in whole. 
22. Plaintiffs/Counterdefendants deny the allegations of paragraph 22 in whole. 
23. Plaintiffs/Counterdefendants :re-allage all admissions and denials, and incorporate them 
by reference 
24. Plaintiffs/Counterdefendants deny the allegations of paragraph 24 in whole. 
25. Plaintiffs/Counterdefendants deny the allegations of paragraph 25 in whole. 
26. Plaintills/Counte:rdefendants re-allage all admissions and denials, and incorporate them 
by reference 
27. Plaintiffs/Counterdefendants deny any joint business between Horn and Frontier. 
28. Plaintiffs/Counterdefendants admits obligation to provide disclosures. 
Plaintiffs/Counterdefendants deny the remainder thereof. 
29. Plaintiffs/Counte:rdefendants deny the allegations of paragraph 29 in whole. 
30. Plaintills/Counte:rdefendants re-allage all admissions and denials, and incorporate them 
by reference 
31. Plaintills/Counterdefendants deny any joint enterp:rise between Horn and Frontier 
Development as general contractors_ Plaintiffs/Counterdefendants deny the remainder of this 
paragraph. 
32. Plaintiffs/Counterdefendants deny the allegations of paragraph 32 in whole. 
33. Plaintiffs/Counterdefendants deny the allegations of paragraph 33 in whole. 
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· 34. Plaintiffs/Counterdefendants re..-allage: all admissions and denials, and incorporate them 
by reference 
35. Plaintiffs/Counterdefendants admit filing of a lien as stated therein. 
Plaintiffs/Counterdefendants deny the remainder of said allegation. 
36. Plaintiffs/Counterdefendants admit recording and serving of said lien so identified. 
Plaintiffs/Counterdefendants deny the remainder of said allegation 
37. Plaintiffs/Counterdefendants deny the allegations of paragraph 37 in whole. 
38. Plaintills/Counterdefendants deny the allegations of paragraph 38 in whole. 
39. Plaintiffs/Counterdefendants re-allage all admissions and denfals, and incorporate them 
by reference 
40. Plaintiffs/Counterdefendants deny the allegations of paragraph 40 in whole. 
41. Plaintiffs/Counterdefendants deny the allegations of paragraph 41 in whole. 
42. Plaintiffs/Counterdefendants re..-allage all admissions and denials, and incorporate them 
by reference 
43. Plaintills/Counterdefendants deny the allegations of paragraph 43 in whole. 
44. Plaintiffa/Counterdefendants deny the allegations of paragraph 44 in whole. 
45. Plaintiffs/Counterdefendants deny the allegations of paragraph 45 in whole. 
46. Plaintilfs/Counterdefendants re/allage all acb:nissions and denials, and incorporate them 
by reference 
47. Plaintilfs/Counrerdefendants deny the allegations of paragraph 47 in whole. 
48. Plaintiffs/Countetdefendants deny the allegations of paragraph 48 in whole. 
49. Plaintiffs/Counterdefendants deny the allegations of paragraph 49 in whole. 
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SO. Plaintiffs/Counterdefendants admit retention of legal counsel. 
Plaintills/Counterdefe.ndants denies remainder of said allegation. 
SL Plaintiffs/Counterdefendants deny the allegations 0£ paragraph 51 in whole. 
WHEREFORE, The Plaintiffs, Yellowstone Do it Yourself Center, Frontier Development 
Group LLC, and Michael Horn, request judgment as follows: 
1. · The claims and counterclaims filed by the Defendants and Counterclaimants herein be 
denied, taking nothing thereby. 
2. That each Plaintiff/Counterdefendant receive judgment against the 
Defendants/Counterclaimants herein pursuant to their Complaint filed herein. 
3. That each Plaintiff/Counterdefendant herein be granted attorney fees and costs, and 
prejudgment interest pursuant to Idaho Code§ 28-22~104, and the remainder of the statutory 
premises described in the Complaint hei-ein. 
4. That each Plaintiff/Counterdefendant be awarded their costs herein. 
5. For such other :relief as is deemed appropriate by the Court after hearing or trial herein. 
DATED this /.Y day of November, 2010. 
OFFICE, CHARTERED 
,ES . 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs/Counterdefendants 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this day I caused to be served a true and correct copy of the 
foregoing document on the patties designated below and by the method of delivery indicated: 
Frederic J Hahn III, Esq. 
Racine, Olsen, Nye, Budge &t Bailey, Chtd. 
P.O. Box 50698 
Idaho Falls, ID 8304 5 
(208)528~6101 
DATED this £day of November, 2010. 
MAIUNG 
..f FAXING (208~528~6109) 
HAND DELIVERY 
COURTHOUSE BOX 
SWAFFORD IA W OFFICE, CHARTERED 
RONALD L. S , ESQ. 
Attorneys for Plaintills/Counte:i:defendants 
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COURT MINUTES 
CV-2009-0000068 
Frontier Development Group, LLC vs. Louis Caravella, etal. 
Hearing type: Status Conference 
Hearing date: 3/1/2011 
Time: 11:28 am 
Judge: Gregory W Moeller 
Court reporter: David Marlow 
Minutes Clerk: PHYLLIS HANSEN 
FJ Hahn Defendant's Attorney 
Laron Covert Plaintiff's Attorney 
Hahn - on hold with Swafford's office 
Was prepared to update the court with where we are and what is going on 
They do know I'm on hold for this status conference 
J - anything you can share with me 
Conflict of issue that cannot be resolved 
We intend to file motion to resolve that 
J - thought we had already plowed that 
1132 
J calls case; ids those present 
Status conference 
Apparent conflict of interest issue 
Court anticipated Swafford would be withdrawing on either part or all 
Did have several conversations 
000150 
Stipulations sent to clients 
Havent been able to get those back from clients 
J - reset for 30 days, would that give you enough time 
PA-yes 
Swafford indicated if didn't have executed agreement, will file motion to withdraw 
J - reset for 11:30 April 05 
Parties may appear telephonically but need to call in on the same line 
onot5l 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, TETON COUNTY I 
Frontier Development Group ) 
) 
Plaintiff, ) 
- vs - ) 
) 
) 
Louis Caravella, et al ) 
) 
Defendants. ) 
~~~~~~~~~) 
Case No. CV 09-068 
MINUTE ENTRY 
0 2 
TETON CO., ID 
DISTRICT COURT 
The above noted case was called for a status conference on 01 March 
2011, before the Honorable Gregory W. Moeller. Present telephonically were 
Plaintiff's Attorney, Larren Covert and Defendant's Attorney Frederick J. Hahn. 
Mr. Hahn informed the Court that the conflict issue had not yet been 
resolved and their intent was to file a motion to force a resolution. Judge 
Moeller said he thought that matter had already been resolved; that the Court 
had anticipated Mr. Swafford would be withdrawing on either part or all of the 
case. Mr. Covert said that stipulations had been sent to the clients but had not 
yet been returned. 
Judge Moeller reset the hearing for April OS, 2011, at 11:40 and Mr. 
Covert assured the Court that would give them enough time to get the signed 
stipulations from their clients. The parties may appear telephonically but they 
have to get on a conference call and make one phone call to the court, 
Dated this 2nd day of March 2011. 
uoo152 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that I served a true and correct copy of the foregoing Minute 
Entry to the following , by the indicated method on this 2nd day of March 2011. 
Larren K. Covert 
525 Ninth Street 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83404 
Frederick J. Hahn, III 
PO Box 50698 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
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COURT MINUTES 
CV-2009-0000068 
Frontier Development Group, LLC vs. Louis Caravella, etal. 
Hearing type: Status Conference 
Hearing date: 4/5/2011 
Time: 11:57 am 
Judge: Gregory W Moeller 
Court reporter: David Marlow 
Minutes Clerk: PHYLLIS HANSEN 
Fred Hahn 
Ron Swafford 
J calls case; ids those present 
Swafford - have spent lot of time with bar counsel to determine if I have to get out of the 
case 
According to bar counsel - if they know and agree, can represent both of them 
They want me to continue the case 
J - want to back on trial calendar 
Hahn - want first setting 
J - Dec 12 - 16 first setting 
Second setting October 3 - 07 
Pre-trial September 06 11:40 
Appear by telephone okay 
Will set out notice 
000154 
1203 
Hahn - number of pending motions 
Will re-notice those and get back on court's calendar 
Plaintiff's claims are only lien claims; 
Will look at and advise 
J - will set for court trial for now 
000155 
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SW AFFORD LAW, P.C. 
Ronald L. Swafford, Esq., Bat No. 1657 
R. James Archibald. Esq., Bar No. 4445 
Trevor L. Castleton. Esq., Bar No. 5809 
Lanen K. Covelt, Esq., Bar No. 7217 
525 Ninth Street 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83404 
Telephone (208) 524-4002 
Facsimile (208) 524-4131 
No. 4353 P. 2 
Attorney for: Plaintiffs, Frontier Development Group, LLC and Yellowstone Do It Center, LLC, 
.(n/kfa YELLOWSTONE LUMBER) and Counterdefendants Frontier 
Development Group, LLC and Mike Hom 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF.THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TETON 
FRONTIER DEVELOPMENT GROUP, 
LLC., 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
LOUIS CARA VELLA and PATRlCIA 
CARAVELLA, 
Defendants, 
LOUIS CARA VELLA and PATRlCIA 
CARAVELLA, 
Counterclairnants, 
vs. 
FRONTIER DEVELOPMENT GROUP, LLC, 
and MICHAEL HORN, 
Counter-defendants, 
Case No. CV-2009-068 
MOTION TO DISMISS, MOTION TO 
SUPPRESS, AND MOTION IN 
LIMINE 
MOTION TO DISMISS, MOTION TO SUPPRESS AND MOTTON TN LIMINE - Page I 
FRONTIER DEVELOPMEN'I' GROUP, ETAL v. CARAVELLA, LOUIS & PA'mrcr~ 
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YELLOWSTONE DO IT CENTER, LLC 
(n/k/a YELLOWSTONE LUMBER) 
Plaintiff} 
vs. 
LOUIS CARA VELLA and PATRICA 
CARAVELLA, 
Defendants. 
No. 4353 P. 3 
COMES NOW the Plaintiffs, Frontier Development Group, LLC and Yellowstone Do It 
Center, LLC, (n/k/a YELLOWSTONE LUMBER) and Counterdefendants Frontier 
Development Group, LLC and Mike Horn, by and through their attorney of record, RONALD L. 
SWAFFORD, ESQ., who hereby requests this Court for an Order dismissing, suppressing and/or 
limiting evidence in this matter as follows: 
The Plaintiffs and Counterdefendants move this Court specifically for the following 
Orders: 
1. That a Motion in Limine be granted, prohibiting Defendants/Counterclaimants 
from introducing any witnesses and exhibits not previously disclosed to Plaintiffs 
and Counterdefendants into evidence at trial. 
This Motion is based upon the files and records herein and the Affidavit in Support of 
Motion to Dismiss, Motion to Suppress, and Motion in Limine filed contemporaneously 
herewith. 
Oral hearing is hereby requested in this Motion. 
DATED this /;) v1aay of August, 2011. ~~k 
RONALD L. SWAFFORD, ESQ. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs & Counterdefendants 
MOTION TO DISMISS, MOTION TO SUPPRESS AND MOTION IN UM!NB- ?ago 2 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this day I served a copy of the foregoing document upon 
the designated parties affected thereby as follows: 
Frederic J. Hahn, III, Esq. 
Racine, Olsen, Nye, Budge & Bailey, LL.f'. 
P. 0. Box 50698 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405-0698 
·re 
DATED this /) day of August, 20I°l. 
D U.S. MAIL 
X. FAX (208) 528-6109 
0 HAND DELIVERY 
D COURTHOUSE BOX 
D EXPRESS DELIVERY 
Attorney for Plaintiffs & Counterdefendants 
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SWAFFORD LAW, P.C. 
Ronald L. Swafford, Esq., Bar No. 1657 
R. James Archibald, Esq., Bar No. 4445 
Trevor L. Castleton, Esq., Bar No. 5809 
Larren K. Covert, Esq., Bar No. 7217 
525 Ninth Street 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83404 
Telephone (208) 524-4002 
Facsimile (208) 524-4131 
·; .. ' 
Attorney for: Plaintiffs, Frontier Development Group, LLC and Yellowstone Do It Center, LLC, 
(n/k/a YELLOWSTONE LUMBER) and Counterdefendants Frontier 
Development Group, LLC and Mike Hom 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TETON 
FRONTIER DEVELOPMENT GROUP, 
LLC., 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
LOUIS CARA VELLA and PA TRICIA 
CARAVELLA, 
Defendants, 
LOUIS CARA VELLA and PATRICIA 
CARAVELLA, 
Counterclaimants, 
vs. 
FRONTIER DEVELOPMENT GROUP, LLC, 
and MICHAEL HORN, 
Counter-defendants, 
Case No. CV-2009-068 
AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT OF 
MOTION TO DISMISS, MOTION TO 
SUPPRESS, AND MOTION IN 
LIMINE 
AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO DISMISS, MOTION TO SUPPRESS, AND MOTION lN L!MINE- Page l 
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YELLOWSTONE DO IT CENTER, LLC 
(n/k/a YELLOWSTONE LUMBER) 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
LOUIS CARA VELLA and P ATRlCA 
CARAVELLA, 
Defendants. 
STATE OF IDAHO ) 
: SS. 
County of Bonneville ) 
LARREN K. COVERT, ESQ., being first sworn states: 
1. I am the attorney of record for Plaintiffs and Counterdefendants in this matter. I 
make the following statements based on personal knowledge gained from working 
on FRONTIER DEVELOPMENT GROUP, MICHAEL HORN, and 
YELLOWSTONE DO IT CENTER's file. If called as a witness, I would testify in 
accordance with the following statements. 
2. I served Plaintiffs First Set Of Discovery Requests To Defendants upon 
Defendants/Counterclaimants, through their counsel of record by facsimile 
transmission on January 11, 2010, a copy of which is attached hereto and 
incorporated herewith as EXHIBIT "A". 
3. I served Plaintiffs Second Set Of Discovery Requests To 
Defendants/Counterclaimants on Defondants/Counterclaimants, through their 
counsel ofrecord by facsimile transmission on January 15, 2010, a copy of which 
is attached hereto and incorporated herewith as EXHIBIT "B". 
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4. Defendants/Counterclaimants served Defendants/Counterclaimants Responses to 
Plaintiffs' Discovery Requests upon counsel for Plaintiffs/Counterdefendants on 
February 12, 2010, a copy of which is attached hereto and incorporated herewith 
as EXHIBIT "C". 
5. Defendants/Counterclaimants served Defendants/Counterclaimants Responses to 
Plaintiffs' Second Set of Discovery Requests upon counsel for 
Plaintiffs/Counterdefendants on February 22, 2010, a copy of which is attached 
hereto and incorporated herewith as EXHIBIT "D". 
6. A courtesy letter was sent to Defendants/Counterclaimants' counsel of record on 
February 24, 2010, outlining the inadequate and incomplete responses to the 
Plaintiffs First and Second Discovery Requests, a copy of which is attached 
hereto and incorporated herewith as EXHIBIT "E". 
7. Counsel for Defendants/Counterclaimants responded to the courtesy letter 
referenced in paragraph ( 6) above, outlining the Defendants/Counterclaimants' 
position not providing complete and adequate responses. A copy of said letter is 
attached hereto and incorporated herewith as EXHIBIT "F". 
8. Defendant/Counterclaimant served Supplemental Responses to Plaintiffs' 
Discovery Requests upon counsel for Plaintiffs/Counterdefendants on May 19, 
2010, a copy of which is attached hereto and incorporated herewith as EXHIBIT 
"G". 
9. I served Plaintiff's Third Set oflnterrogatories and Requests for Production of 
Documents to Defendant on Defendants/Counterclaimants, through their attorney 
AFF!DA YIT IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO DISMISS, MOTION TO SUPPRESS, AND MOTION IN LI MINE- Page 3 
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ofrecord, by facsimile transmission on August 19, 2010, a copy of which is 
attached hereto and incorporated herewith as EXHIBIT "H". 
10. Defendants/Counterclaimants served Defendants/Counterclaimants' Responses to 
Plaintiffs' Third Set oflnterrogatories and Requests for Production of Documents 
upon counsel for Plaintiffs/Counterdefendants on October 18, 2010, a copy of 
which is attached hereto and incorporated herewith as EXHIBIT "I". 
11. A courtesy letter was sent to Defendants/Counterclaimants' counsel of record on 
July 28, 2011, outlining in detail the Defendants/Counterclaimants' inadequate 
and incomplete responses to the Plaintiffs First, Second and Third Discovery 
Responses, a copy of which is attached hereto and incorporated herewith as 
EXHIBIT "J". 
12. To date, Defendants/Counterclaimants have not responded to the courtesy letter of 
July 28, 2011. 
13. To date, Defendants/Counterclaimants have not provided adequate and complete 
responses to Plaintiffs First, Second and Third Discovery Responses. 
DATED this 12th day of August, 2011. 
LARRENK. COVERT, ESQ. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs/Counterdefendants 
NOTARY PUBLIC FOR IDAHO 
Residing at Idaho Falls, Idalw / ,~L _ 
My Commission Expires: b t-1- ._j _}_ 7 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this day I served a copy of the foregoing document upon 
the designated parties affected thereby as follows: 
Frederic J. Hahn, III, Esq. 
Racine, Olsen, Nye, Budge & Bailey, LLP 
P. 0. Box 50698 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405-0698 
\ 1{'/· 
DATED this day of August, 2011. 
X U.S. MAIL L\J-C,, 
2t: FAX (208) 528-6109 
D HAND DELIVERY 
D COURTHOUSE BOX 
D EXPRESS DELIVERY 
LARR.EN K. COVERT, ESQ. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs/Counterdefendants 
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SWAFFORD LAW OFFICE, CHARTERED 
Ronald L Swafford, Esq., Bar No. 1657 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TETON 
FRONTIER DEVELOPMENT GROUP, LLC., 
Plaintiff/Counter/ Defendant 
vs. 
LOUIS and PATRICIA CARA VELLA, 
Defendants/ Counter/ Plain till 
Case No.: CV/ 2009/068 
PLAINTIFF'S FIRST SET OF 
DISCOVERY REQUESTS TO 
DEFENDANTS 
TO: Louis and Patricia Caravella and their attorney of record, FREDERIC J. HAHN, III, 
ESQ. 
YOU WILL PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the Plaintill/Counter/Defendant requires you 
to answer under oath the following Interrogatories and Requests for Production of Documents 
and provide copies of documents within 30 days of the service hereunder, in compliance with 
Rules 33, 34 and 36(a) of the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure. 
In answering these Interrogatories and Requests for Production furnish all information 
available to you, including information in the possession or known to your attorneys and/or 
~----· EXHIBIT investigators, not merely information known of your personal knowledge. 
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If you cannot answer the following interrogatories in full after exercising due diligence to 
secure the information to do so, so state and answer to the extent possible, specifying your 
inability to answer the remainder and stating whatever information and knowledge you have 
concerning the unanswered portion. 
These interrogatories are deemed continuing interrogatories and your answers thereto 
are to be supplemented as additional information and knowledge becomes available or known to 
you. 
Please be further advised that if Defendant fails to answer any of the interrogatories to 
the best of her knowledge, as requested, if the Plaintiff subsequently proves that the Defendant 
possesses such knowledge of matters specified, Plaintiff may apply to the Court for an order 
requiring the Defendant to pay the Plaintiff's reasonable expenses incurred in making proof, 
including reasonable attorney fees, pursuant to Rule 37 (a) of the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure. 
IL Definitions. 
Unless otherwise indicated, the following definitions apply to these interrogatories: 
A. 'Person' means and includes a natural person, partnership, firm or corporation or 
any other kind of business or legal entity, its agents or employees. In each instance wherein you 
are asked to 'Identify' a person or the 'Identity' of a person, state with respect to each such 
person his name and last known residence, business address, and telephone number. 
B. The words 'Document' and 'Documents' include written, printed, recorded, 
photocopied or graphic matters, pertaining in any way to the subject matter of this action. Any 
Document which contains any comments, notations, additions, insertions or markings of any 
kind which are not part of another Document is to be considered as a separate Document. 
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C. 'Property' means property of every kind and description, every interest in any 
claim to property. As examples, property includes cash, deposit accounts, monies owed you, 
stocks, bonds, real estate, rights to receive money upon retirement or disability, motor vehicles, 
recreational vehicles, weapons, appliances, household furnishings, interest in any business 
stock, equipment, personal effects and the cash value of any life insurance policy. 
E. 'Income' means all monies due or paid to you from any source, all Property you 
received or have a right to receive and any in-kind payments, e.g., housing, use of vehicles, and 
club dues. Examples of income are salaries, wages, rents received, government payments, 
interest, dividends and retirement or disability benefits. When 'Gross Income' is requested, it 
means income prior to any deductions of any type or nature. Please note that gross income 
includes, but is not limited to-salary, wages, commissions, pensions, annuities, social security, 
disability, unemployment, public assistance, dividends, interest, rent (before expenses), tips, 
and any income from all other sources. 
F. 'Identification' means in each instance wherein you are asked to 'identify' or 
describe physical evidence or a document, your description should include, but not be limited 
to, the following: 
1. The name, address, telephone number, occupation, job title and employer of 
the present custodian of the physical evidence or document. 
2. The date of the making of the document and the name, address, telephone 
number, occupation, job title and employer of each person whose testimony could be used to 
authenticate such document and lay the foundation for its introduction into evidence. 
G. 'Knowledge' includes first-hand knowledge and information derived from any 
other source, including, but not limited to, hearsay knowledge. 
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INTERROGATORIES 
INTERROGATORY NO. l: State the name, address and telephone number of each 
witness you intend to call at the trial of this matter giving a detailed statement of such witnesses 
expected testimony. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 2: Identify each and every person, who you expect to use at 
trial to present expert testimony, and for each expert so identified, please provide the following 
information: 
1. Name, address and telephone number of the expert; 
2. A complete statement of all opinions to be expressed by the expert and the basis and 
reasons therefore; 
3. The date or information considered by the expert in forming the opinions; 
4. The expert witness's qualifications, including a list of all publications authored by the 
expert within the preceding ten years; 
5. A listing of any other cases in which the expert has testified as an expert at trial or by 
deposition within the preceding four years; and 
6. The compensation to be paid for the expert witness's testimony. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 3: For any testimony to be provided by any fact or expert 
witness with regard to subject residence, please provide the date, time and person( s) present 
during each meeting, conference, and/or interview regarding the residence, as well as personal 
examinations/inspections of the residence. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 4: Please itemize individually and specifically each and every 
item or instance of damages sustained by the Defendants for which they are seeking judgment. 
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INTERROGATORY NO. 5: For each item of damage identified in response to 
Interrogatory No. 4, please identify the individual and/or entity to which you attribute such 
defect/damage to result from. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 6: For each and every checking, savings, and/or investment 
accounts held by the Defendants, from 2007 through present, please provide the following: 
1. Type of account held; 
2. Name of institution with which such account is held; 
3. Date account was opened and whether the account is currently open and active or the 
date the account was closed; 
4. The current account balance in each such account, or if account has been closed the 
account balance on the date of closure. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 7: Please identify any and all documents or other tangible 
evidence, which support your version of the facts of this case, or on which you base your claims 
or defenses in this case. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 8: If you maintain that you sent any construction plans to 
Mike Horn, or Frontier Development prior to or at any time during the construction of the 
subject property in Teton County, Idaho, please provide the following: 
1. The date the plans were obtained by you; 
2. The name, address and phone number of the person you received the plans from; and 
3. The date the plans were sent to Mr. Horn or Frontier Development Group, LLC. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 9: For each Request for Admission which you have provided 
an unqualified denial, please state the basis for each such denial. 
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REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTI01V 
REQUEST NO. I: Please produce copies of each and every exhibit you intend to 
introduce a trial before the Court in this matter. 
REQUEST NO. 2: A copy of any and all sets of construction plans for the subject 
residence herein. 
REQUEST NO. 3: A copy of any and all letters or emails which accompanied the 
transmittal of a copy of said plans, as identified in Response to Request No. 2, to Mr. Horn 
and/or Frontier Development Group, LLC. 
REQUEST NO. 4: A copy of any and all written correspondence (i.e. letters, 
memorandums, emails, notes, etc.) between the Defendant(s) and Guy Robertson. 
REQUEST NO. 5: 
REQUEST NO. 6: A full and complete copy of all personal and/or joint state and federal 
income tax returns for the years 2007, 2008 and 2009. 
REQUEST NO. 7: A full and complete copy of any and all statements for all checking, 
savings, and investment accounts held by Defendants, from] anuary 2007 through current. 
REQUEST NO. 8: A copy of each photograph the Defendants have taken of the subject 
real property in Teton County, Idaho during calendar years 2008 and 2009. 
REQUEST NO. 9: A copy of all written correspondence (i.e. letters, memorandums, 
emails, notes, etc.) between the Defendant( s) and Mr. Rick Meyers - seller of the subject real 
property to the Def end.ants. 
REQUEST NO. 10: A copy of all written correspondence (i.e. letters, memorandums, 
emails, notes, etc.) between the Defendant(s) and Mark Griese or Windermere Real Estate. 
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REQUEST N0.11: A copy of all written correspondence (Le. letter, memorandums, 
emails, notes, etc.) between the Defendant(s) and Mike Horn and/or Frontier Development 
Group,LLC. 
REQUEST NO. 12: A copy of all written correspondence (i.e. letter, memorandums, 
emails, notes, etc.) between the Defendant(s) and Scott Norman and/or Yellowstone Do It 
Centers, LLC. 
REQUEST NO. 13: A copy of all written correspondence (Le. letters, memorandums, 
emails, notes, etc.) between the Defendant( s) and any sub-contractor who provided materials, 
labor and/or services for or on the subject real property, located in Teton County, Idaho. 
REQUEST NO. 14: A copy of all closing documents from the purchase of the subject real 
property located in Teton County, Idaho. 
REQUESTS FOR ADMISSIONS 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 1: Please admit that you purchased the real property 
in Teton County, Idaho, being the subject matter of this action, on May 28, 2008. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 2: Please admit that the seller of the subject real 
property in Teton County, Idaho was Rick Meyers. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 3: Please admit that you purchased the property in 
"as-is" condition. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 4: Please admit that the purchase and sale agreement 
which you entered into with the seller was specifically stated that your purchase of the property 
was contingent upon an inspection of the subject real property. 
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REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 5: Please admit that purchase and sale agreement 
provided a specific time period for which you were to inspect the premises before your purchase 
and acquisition of the property. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 6: Please admit that prior to the conclusion of the 
inspection period, provided for in the purchase and sale agreement and prior to closing, you did 
not notify the seller of any defects or any objections regarding the construction of the home and 
its current status. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 7: Please admit that you paid the entire purchase 
price to the seller, Rick Meyers, after the contractual inspection period had expired. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 8: Please admit that you were made aware via your 
realtor, Mark Griese, and the addendum to the contract that the construction of the home was 
incomplete, and that you may be purchasing the home subject to bankruptcy issues and 
redemption rights. 
DATED this JJ!t;.y of January, 2010. 
SW AFFORD LAW OFFICE, CHARTERED 
~~ 
RONALD L SW AFFORD, ESQ. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff/Counter-Defendant 
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SWAFFORD IA W OFFICE, CHARTERED 
Ronald L Swafford, Esq., Bar No. 1657 
R. James Archibald, Esq., Bar No. 4445 
Trevor L Castleton, Esq., Bar No. 5809 
Larren K. Covert, Esq., Bar No. 7217 
525 Ninth Street 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83404 
Telephone: (208) 524A002 
Facsimile: (208) 524-4131 
Attorneys for Plaintiff/Counter-Defendant 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN ANDFORTHECOUNTY OF TETON 
FRONTIER DEVELOPMENT GROUP, LLC., 
Plaintiff/Counter-Defendant 
VS. 
LOUIS and PATRICIA CARA VELLA, 
Defendants/Counter-Plaintiff 
Case No.: CV-2009-068 
PIAINTIFF'S SECOND SET OF 
DISCOVERY REQUESTS TO 
DEFENDANTS 
TO: Louis and Patricia Caravella and their attorney of record, FREDERIC J. HAHN, III, 
ESQ. 
YOU WILL PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the Plaintiff/Counter-Defendant requires you 
to answ~r under oath the following Interrogatories and Requests for Production of Documents 
and provide copies of documents within 30 days of the service hereunder, in compliance with 
----Rules 33, 34 and 36(a) of the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure. 
In answering these Interrogatories and Requests for Production furnish all information !:: m 
available to you, including information in the possession or known to your attorneys and/or ~~ w . 
investigators, not merely information known of your personal knowledge. 
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If you cannot answer the following interrogatories in full after exercising due diligence to 
secure the information to do so, so state and answer to the extent possible, specifying your 
inability to answer the remainder and stating whatever information and knowledge you have 
concerning the unanswered portion. 
These interrogatories are deemed continuing interrogatories and your answers thereto 
are to be supplemented as additional information and knowledge becomes available or known to 
you. 
Please be further advised that if Defendant fails to answer any of the interrogatories to 
the best of her knowledge, as requeste4 if the Plaintiff subsequently proves that the Defendant 
possesses such knowledge of matters specified, Plaintiff may apply to the Court for an order 
requiring the Defendant to pay the Plaintiff's reasonable expenses incurred in making proof, 
including reasonable attorney fees, pursuant to Rule 37 (a) of the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure. 
IL Definitions. 
Unless otherwise indicated, the following definitions apply to these interrogatories: 
A. 'Person" means and includes a natural person, partnership, firm or corporation or 
any other kind of business or legal entity, its agents or employees. In each instance wherein you 
are asked to "Identify" a person or the 'Identity' of a person, state with respect to each such 
person his name and last known residence, business address, and telephone number. 
B. The words 'Document' and 'Documents' include written, printed, recorded, 
photocopied or graphic matters, pertaining in any way to the subject matter of this action. Any 
Document which contains any comments, notations, additions, insertions or markings of any 
kind which are not part of another Document is to be considered as a separate Document. 
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C. 'Property' means property of every kind and description, every interest in any 
claim to property. As examples, property includes cash, deposit accounts, monies owed you, 
stocks, bonds, real estate, rights to receive money upon retirement or disability, motor vehicles, 
recreational vehicles, weapons, appliances, household furnishings, interest in any business 
stock, equipment, personal effects and the cash value of any life insurance policy. 
E. 'Income' means all monies due or paid to you from any source, all Property you 
received or have a right to receive and any in-kind payments, e.g., housing, use of vehicles, and 
club dues. Examples of income are salaries, wages, rents received, government payments, 
interest, dividends and retirement or disability benefits. When 'Gross Income' is requested, it 
means income prior to any deductions of any type or nature. Please note that gross income 
includes, but is not limited to-salary, wages, commissions, pensions, annuities, social security, 
disability, unemployment, public assistance, dividends, interest, rent (before expenses), tips, 
and any income from all other sources. 
F. 'Identification' means in each instance wherein you are asked to 'identify' or 
describe physical evidence or a document, your description should include, but not be limited 
to, the following: 
1. The name, address, telephone number, occupation, job title and employer of 
the present custodian of the physical evidence or document. 
2. The date of the making of the document and the name, address, telephone 
number, occupation, job title and employer of each person whose testimony could be used to 
authenticate such document and lay the foundation for its introduction into evidence. 
G. "Knowledge' includes first-hand knowledge and information derived from any 
other source, including, but not limited to, hearsay knowledge. 
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INTERROGATORIES 
INTERROGATORY N0.10: Identify each and every company, corporation, UC, DBA, 
or partnership you are a member, officer, shareholder, owner, manager or otherwise involved in 
from 2007 to present. Include the following: 
1. The name of the entity; 
2. Type of entity; 
3. Date of organization; 
4. Place of organization; 
5. Position or interest held in the entity. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 11: For each of the entities identified in Interrogatory No. 10, 
state the gross and net income for each entity. 
REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION 
REQUEST NO. 14: A full and complete copy of all state and federal tax returns for the 
years 2007, 2008 and 2009 for each entity identified in Interrogatory No. 10. 
REQUEST NO. 15: A full and complete copy of any and all statements for all checking, 
savings, and investment accounts held by the entities identified in Interrogatory No. 10, from 
January 2007 through current . 
. ·-rt-
DATED this/..£_ day of January, 2010. 
SWAFFORD LAW OFFICE, CHARTERED 
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REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 8: Please admit that you were made aware via 
your realtor, Mark Griese, and the addendum to the contract that the construction of the home 
was incomplete, and that you may be purchasing the home subject to bankruptcy issues and 
redemption rights. 
RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 8: Admitted. 
~ 
DATED this _j_[}day of February, 2010. 
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VERIFICATION 
STATE OF OHIO ) 
: SS. 
County of Cuyahoga ) 
I, Louis Caravella, being first duly sworn upon oath, depose and state that I have 
read the foregoing document, and based on my information and belief so acknowledge and agree 
voluntarily that the foregoing document is true and correct. 
(SEAL) 
DATED this_ Day of February, 2010. 
Louis Caravella 
SUBSCRlBED AND SWORN TO before me this _ Day of February, 2010. 
NOTARY PUBLIC FOR OHIO 
Residing at: 
My Commission Expires: 
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STATE OF OHIO ) 
: SS. 
County of Cuyahoga ) 
I, Patricia Caravella, being first duly sworn upon oath, depose and state that I have 
read the foregoing document, and based on my information and belief so acknowledge and agree 
voluntarily that the foregoing document is true and conect. 
(SEAL) 
DATED this_ Day of February, 2010. 
Patricia Caravella 
SUBSCRJBED AND SWORN TO before me this_ Day of February, 2010. 
NOTARY PUBLIC FOR OHIO 
Residing at: 
My Commission Expires: 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that I served a copy of the following described pleading or 
document on the attorneys listed beloyv_A>y hand delivering, by mailing or by facsimile, with the 
correct postage thereon, on this _j&_'iky-ofFebrnary, 2010. 
DOCUMENT SERVED: 
ATTORNEYS SERVED: 
Swafford Law Office, Chmiered 
Ronald L. Swafford, Esq. 
525 Ninth Street 
Idaho Falls, ID. 83404 
DEFENDANTS/COUNTERCLAIMANTS 
RESPONSE TO PLAINTIFFS' FIRST SET OF 
DISCOVERY REQUESTS 
( ~Class Mail 
( ) Hand Delivery 
( ) Facsimile 
( ) Via Overnight Mail 
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RACINE OLSON NYE BUDG~/eAILEY 
CHARTERED W. MARCUS W. NYE RANDALL C. BUDGE 
JOHN A. BAILEY, JR. 
JOHN R. GOODELL 
JOHN B. INGELSTROM 
DANIEL C. GREEN 
BRENT 0. ROCHE 
KIRK B. HADLEY 
FRED J. LEWIS 
ERIC L. OLSEN 
CONRAD J. AIKEN 
RICHARD A. HEARN, M.D. 
LANE V. ERICKSON 
FREDERICK J. HAHN, Ill 
DAVIDE. ALEXANDER 
PATRICK N. GEORGE 
SCOTT J. SMITH 
JOSHUA D. JOHNSON 
STEPHENJ.MUHONEN 
BRENT L. WHITING 
JONATHON S. BYINGTON 
DAVE BAGLEY 
CAROL TIPP! VOLYN 
THOMAS J. BUDGE 
CANDICE M. MCHUGH 
JONATHAN M. VOLYN 
MARK A. SHAFFER 
JASON E. FLAIG 
Ronald Swafford 
477 SHOUP AVENUE 
SUITE 107 
POST OFFICE BOX S0698 
IDAHO FALLS, IDAHO 8340S 
TELEPHONE (208) 528·61 0 I 
FACSIMILE (208) S28·61 09 
www.raclnelaw.net 
SENDER'S E-MAIL ADDRESS: fjh@racinelaw.net 
June 14, 2010 
SW AFFORD LAW OFFICES, CHTD. 
525 Ninth Street 
Idaho Falls, ID 83404 
Re: Frontier Development Group, LLC. v Caravella, 
Teton County Case No. CV-2009-068 
Dear Ron: 
POCATELLO OFFICE 
201 EAST CENTER STREET 
POST OFFICE eox , 391 
POCATELLO, IDAHO 832.04 
TELEPHONE: (206) 232-6101 
FACSIMILE: (2.08} 232-6109 
BOISE OFFICE 
101 SOUTH CAPITOL 
BOULEVARD, SUITE 208 
BOISE, IDAHO 83702. 
TELEPHONE: (208) 395-001 1 
FACSIMILE: (2.08) 433·0167 
COEUR D'ALENE OFFICE 
250 NORTHWEST 
BOULEVARD, SUITE 106A 
COEUR D'ALENE, ID 83814 
TELEPHONE: (208) 765-6888 
ALL OFFICES TOLL FREE 
(877) 232.-6, 0 t 
LOUIS F. RA.CINE (1917·2005) 
WILLIAM D. OLSON, OF COUNSEL 
With respect to the Defendants I Counterclaiman.ts' Response to Plaintiffs' First 
Discovery Request, enclosed please find the Original Verification page signed by Louis 
and Patricia Caravella in the above-referenced case. 
If you have any questions or concerns regarding the Verification pages, please 
contact me. 
c: Clients (w/o encl.) 
N:IFJH\37286 Caravella\2010-06-14 RS ltr.Y1Pd 
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JUN 1 'riciflb 1 8 2 
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-- LC 18
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STATE OF OHIO ) 
: SS. 
County of Cuyahoga ) 
I, Patricia Caravella, being first duly sworn upon oath, depose and state that I have 
read the foregoing document, and based on my infom1ation and belief so acknowledge and agree 
voluntarily that the foregoing document is true and correct. 
A:, 
DATED this J9.Q._°Day of May, 2010. 
Patricia Caravella 
SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN TO before me this ;!/) Day of May, 2010. 
(SEAL) 
1)t~ ur1 c; lli.l!Ar0~ 
NOTARY PUBLIC FOR OHIO 
Residing at: 
My Commission Expires: 
SUSAN C. HORVAlH 
Notary Public · State ot Ohio 
Ny Commission Expires Jan. 1, 2012 
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STATE OF OHIO ) 
: SS. 
County of Cuyahoga ) 
I, Louis Caravella, being first duly sworn upon oath, depose and state that I have 
read the foregoing document, and based on my information and belief so acknowledge and agree 
voluntarily that the foregoing document is true and correct 
DATED this Jo'k>ay of May, 2010. 
Louis Caravella 
SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN TO before me this dD..:'_J:nay of May, 2010. 
(SEAL) 
£~mihc~16~ 
Residing at: 
My Commission Expires: 
SUSAN C. HORVATH 
Notary Public - State of Ohio 
My6ommlsslon Expires Jan. 1, 2012 
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Frederick J. Hahn, III (ISB No. 4258) 
Brent L. Whiting (ISB No. 6601) 
RACINE, OLSON, NYE, 
BUDGE & BAILEY, CHARTERED. 
4 77 Shoup Ave. Ste. 107 
Post Office Box 50698 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
Telephone: (208) 528-6101 
Fax: (208) 528-6109 
fj h@racinelaw.net / 
')CC / ~o~E 
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OTHER~~~~~~~ 
Reviewed By ;rte , 
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SWAFFORD LAW OFFICE 
Attorney for Defendants I Counterciaimants 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO~' INAND FOR THE COUNTY OF TETON 
FRONTIER DEVELOPMENT GROUP, 
LLC 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
LOUIS CARA VELLA and PA TRICIA 
CARAVELLA, 
Defendants. 
LOUIS CARA VELLA and PATRICIA 
CARAVELLA, 
Counterclaimants, 
V. 
FRONTIER DEVELOPMENT GROUP, 
LLC, and MICHAEL HORN, 
S CA f\I f\J E D 
MAR 0 It 2010 
Counterdefendants. 
Case No. CV-09-068 
DEFENDANTS I 
COUNTERCLAIMANTSRESPONSES 
TO PLAINTIFFS' DISCOVERY 
REQUESTS 
EXHIBIT 
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YELLOWSTONE DO IT CENTER, LLC 
Plaintiff, 
VS. 
LOUIS CARA VELLA and PA TRICIA 
CARAVELLA, 
Defendants. 
Defendants I Counterclaimants Louis and Patricia Caravella (the "Caravellas") by and 
through their counsel ofrecord, Racine Olson Nye Budge & Bailey, Chtd. hereby answer and 
respond to Plaintiffs' First Set of Discovery Requests as follows: 
GENERAL AND CONTINUING OBJECTIONS 
Defendants I Counterclaimants objects to Plaintiffs' Discovery requests to the extent they 
seek discovery of information of documents beyond the scope of discovery as set forth in Rule 26 
of the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure. Defendants I Counterclaimants further objects to 
Plaintiffs' Discovery Requests, which call for discovery of information or documents protected 
by the attorney-client privilege and/or the attorney work-product doctrine. Further, Defendants I 
Counterclaimants objects to Plaintiffs' Discovery Requests which are overly broad and all 
inclusive so as to be burdensome. See 8A, Wright and Miller, Federal Practice and Procedure 
§ 2174, and case law set forth therein including Flower Mills of Am., Inc. v. Paise, 75 F.R.D. 
676 (E.D. Ok. 1977);Nankofv. ARA Servs., Inc., 465 N.Y.S.2d 515 (1983); and Guidelines for 
Discovery, Motion Practice and Trial, 117 F.R.D. 273, 277 (1987). Defendants I 
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Counterclaimants General and Continuing Objections are deemed to be made in addition to all 
responses and objections set forth herein. 
INTERROGATORIES 
INTERROGATORY NO. 1: State the name, address and telephone number of each 
witness you intend to call at the trial of this matter giving a detailed statement of such witnesses 
expected testimony. 
ANSWER TO INTERROGATORY NO. 1: Objection. Defendants I Counterclaimants 
object on the basis that this Interrogatory seeks discovery of information protected under the 
Attorney Work Product Doctrine. The Caravellas have previously filed a Witness Designation 
with the Court pursuant to the Court's Pre-trial Order. In connection with that filing, the 
Caravellas' identified those persons known to date with knowledge of facts of the case and the 
extent of their knowledge. The Caravellas have not determined, however, who they will call as 
witnesses to testify at the Trial of this matter. They will, however, comply with the Court's Pre-
Trial Order regarding Witness Designations. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 2: Identify each and every person, who you expect to use at 
trial to present expert testimony, and for each expert so identified, please provide the following 
information: 
1. Name, address and telephone number of the expert; 
2. A complete statement of all opinions to be expressed by the expert and the basis and 
reasons therefore; 
3. The date or information considered by the expert in forming the opinions; 
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4. The expert witness's qualifications, including a list of all publications authored by the 
expert within the preceding ten years; 
5. A listing of any other cases in which the expert has testified as an expert at trial or by 
deposition within the preceding four years; and 
6. The compensation to be paid for the expert witness's testimony. 
ANSWER TO INTERROGATORY NO. 2: Defendants I Counterclaimants have 
previously identified the experts they anticipate will testify at trial, pursuant to the Trial Court's 
Scheduling Order, however, at this point in time, the experts to be called to testify at trial have 
not finalized their opinions as construction of the project is continuing. Defendants I 
Counterclaimants will supplement this response when the expert opinions are finalized. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 3: For any testimony to be provided by any fact or expert 
witness with regard to subject residence, please provide the date, time and person(s) present 
during each meeting, conference, and/or interview regarding the residence, as well as personal 
examinations/inspections of the residence. 
ANSWER TO INTERROGATORY NO. 3: Objection. Defendants I Counterclaimants 
object to Interrogatory No. 3, on the basis that they are uncertain what information is called for 
by this Interrogatory. As drafted the inteuogatory is unclear and overly broad so as to be 
considered burdensome. Without waiving the objection, Defendants I Counterclaimants Louis 
and Patricia Caravella, both testified to the meetings with Mr. Horn and their best recollections 
of the dates, times, and persons present and the discussions between the parties. Defendants I 
Counterclaimants' Expert Witnesses, Jared Kay and Scott Spaulding have met on several 
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occasions at the Project site, the dates and times, at which are not known to the Caravellas. They 
discussed the structural deficiencies and workmanship issues with Mr. Hom's construction 
efforts, the need to reinforce structural elements, poor workmanship and necessary work to the 
construction in order to ensure its structural integrity. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 4: Please itemize individually and specifically each and 
every item or instance of damages sustained by the Defendants for which they are seeking 
judgment. 
ANSWER TO INTERROGATORY NO. 4: Portions of completed or nearly completed 
elements of the construction such as stone masonry and siding, must be removed and replaced so 
that the construction conforms with the Project plans and the proper flashing installed around 
windows; structural supports in the building must be installed to insure the building is 
structurally sound. Some work, which was preformed without authorization, such as concrete 
work must be removed and replaced. In addition, portions of the framing must be fixed to 
conform with proper building standards. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 5: For each item of damage identified in response to 
Interrogatory No. 4, please identify the individual and/or entity to which you attribute such 
defect/damage to result from. 
ANSWER TO INTERROGATORY NO. 5: Defendants I Counterclaimants believe 
that Michael Hom is personally responsible for the damages sought in this action. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 6: For each and every checking, savings, and/or investment 
accounts held by the Defendants, from 2007 through present, please provide the following: 
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1. Type of account held; 
2. Name of institution with which such account is held; 
3. Date account was opened and whether the account is currently open and active or the date 
the account was closed; 
4. The current account balance in each such account, or if account has been closed the 
account balance on the date of closure. 
ANSWER TO INTERROGATORY NO. 6: Objection. Defendants I Counterclaimants 
Object to Interrogatory No. 6 on the basis that it is not reasonably calculated to lead to the 
discovery of admissible evidence as it does not bear on any of the matters at issue in this 
litigation. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 7: Please identify any and all documents or other tangible 
evidence, which support your version of the facts of this case, or on which you base your claims 
or defenses in this case. 
ANSWER TO INTERROGATORY NO. 7: Objection. Defendants I Counterclairnants 
Object to Interrogatory No. 7 on the basis that it is overly broad so as to burdensome. Without 
waiving the Objection, and pursuant to Rule 33 (c) Defendants I Counterclaimants will make 
their documents available for inspection and copying. Additionally, the construction performed 
by Mr. Horn was available for inspection as was identified by the Notice and Opportunity to 
Repair Act correspondence provided in this matter. Counterdefendants Michael Horn and 
Frontier Development Group, LLC did not avail themselves of their inspection rights, however, 
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to the extent photographs were taken of the existing conditions, they will be made available for 
inspection and copying at a date and time agreeable to counsel in this matter. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 8: If you maintain that you sent any construction plans to 
Mike Horn, or Frontier Development prior to or at any time during the construction of the subject 
property in Teton County, Idaho, please provide the following: 
1. The date the plans were obtained by you; 
2. The name, address and phone number of the person you received the plans from; and 
3. The date the plans were sent to Mr. Horn or Frontier Development Group, LLC. 
ANSWER TO INTERROGATORY NO. 8: Mr. Hom and Frontier Development 
Group, LLC were in possession of the construction plans for the Project. Defendant/ 
Counterclaimant Louis Caravella marked up some of the plans and provided them to Mr. Horn 
relating to potential future construction of the Project. These documents were previously made 
available to Plaintiff. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 9: For each Request for Admission which you have provided 
an unqualified denial, please state the basis for each such denial. 
ANSWER TO INTERROGATORY NO. 9: See responses to the individual Requests 
for Admission. 
REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION 
REQUEST NO. 1: Please produce copies of each and every exhibit you intend to 
introduce a trial before the Couii in this matter. 
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RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 1: Objection. Defendants I Counterclaimants Object 
to Request for Production No. 1 on the basis that is calls for information protected under the 
Attorney Work Production Doctrine. See the article Disclosure of Witnesses in Discovery or 
Pretrial by Justice Burdick and William A. McCurdy, Advocate Vol. 31 No. 9 dated September 
1988. Without waiving the Objection, Counterdefendants /Counterclaimants anticipate that each 
of the e-mail exchanges between the parties may be used as exhibits in the Trial of this matter, 
the billings related to construction may be exhibits at the Trial in this matter and the invoices 
relating to construction may be used as exhibits at the Trial in this matter, as will the construction 
plans. Pursuant to the Court's Pre-trial Order, the Defendants I Counterclaimants will identify 
their Trial exhibits at the time required by the Court's Order. 
REQUEST NO. 2: A copy of any and all sets of construction plans for the subject 
residence herein. 
RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 2: Defendants I Counterclaimants will make all of 
their non-privileged documents available for inspection and copying at the offices of Racine 
Olson Nye Budge & Bailey, Chtd., and at a date and time agreeable to all counsel in this matter. 
By this response, Defendants I Counterclaimants do not submit that documents exist responsive 
to the request. Rather, that they will make all of their non-privileged documents available for 
inspection and copying. 
REQUEST NO. 3: A copy of any and all letters or emails which accompanied the 
transmittal of a copy of said plans, as identified in Response to Request No. 2, to Mr. Horn 
and/or Frontier Development Group, LLC. 
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RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 3: See response to Request for Production No. 2. 
REQUEST NO. 4: A copy of any and all written correspondence (i.e. letters, 
memorandums, emails, notes, etc.) between the Defendant(s) and Guy Robertson. 
RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 4: See response to Request for Production No. 2. 
REQUEST NO. 5: 
RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 5: Request for Production No. 5 was blank. 
REQUEST NO. 6: A full and complete copy of all personal and/or joint state and 
federal income tax returns for the years 2007, 2008 and 2009. 
RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 6: Objection. Defendant/Counterclaimants Object to 
Request for Production No. 6 on the basis that it is not reasonably calculated to lead to discovery 
of admissible evidence and does not bear on any of the matters at issue in this matter. 
REQUEST NO. 7: A full and complete copy of any and all statements for all checking, 
savings, and investment accounts held by Defendants, from January 2007 through current. 
RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 7: Objection. Defendant/Counterclaimants Object to 
Request for Production No. 6 on the basis that they are not reasonably calculated to lead to 
discovery of admissible evidence and do not bear on any of the matters at issue in this matter. 
REQUEST NO. 8: A copy of each photograph the Defendants have taken of the subject 
real property in Teton County, Idaho during calendar years 2008 and 2009. 
RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 8: See Response to Request for Production No. 2. 
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REQUEST NO. 9: A copy of all written correspondence (i.e. letters, memorandums, · 
emails, notes, etc.) between the Defendant(s) and Mr. Rick Meyers - seller of the subject real 
property to the Defendants. 
RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 9: See Response to Request for Production No. 2. 
REQUEST NO. 10: A copy of all written correspondence (i.e. letters, memorandums, 
emails, notes, etc.) between the Defendant(s) and Mark Griese or Windermere Real Estate. 
RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 10: See Response to Request for Production No. 2. 
REQUEST NO. 11: A copy of all written correspondence (i.e. letter, memorandums, 
emails, notes, etc.) between the Defendant(s) and Mike Horn and/or Frontier Development 
Group, LLC. 
RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 11: See Response to Request for Production No. 2. 
REQUEST NO. 12: A copy of all written correspondence (i.e. letter, memorandums, 
emails, notes, etc.) between the Defendant(s) and Scott Norman and/or Yellowstone Do It 
Centers, LLC. 
RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 12: See Response to Request for Production No. 2. 
REQUEST NO. 13: A copy of all written correspondence (i.e. letters, memorandums, 
emails, notes, etc.) between the Defendant(s) and any sub-contractor who provided materials, 
labor and/or services for or on the subject real property, located in Teton County, Idaho. 
RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 13: See Response to Request for Production No. 2. 
REQUEST NO. 14: A copy of all closing documents from the purchase of the subject 
real property located in Teton County, Idaho. 
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RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 14: See Response to Request for Production No. 2. 
REQUESTS FOR ADMISSIONS 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 1: Please admit that you purchased the real 
property in Teton County, Idaho, being the subject matter of this action, on May 28, 2008. 
RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 1: Defendants I 
Counterclaimants admit that they purchased the real property that is the subject of this litigation 
as is identified more fully and accurately in the real estate purchase and sale documentation. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 2: Please admit that the seller of the subject real 
property in Teton County, Idaho was Rick Meyers. 
RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 2: Admitted. 
REQUEST FOR ADMJSSION NO. 3: Please admit that you purchased the property in 
"as-is" condition. 
RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 3: Denied. The property was 
purchased after a thorough inspection conducted by Lou Caravella and Michael Horn, at which 
time Mr. Horn assured Caravella that all work had been performed in accordance with the plans, 
and with the highest quality standards. During the inspection, Horn pointed out elements of the 
structural construction that needed additional work, however, assured Caravella that the work in 
place met all code and workmanship standards. 
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REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 4: Please admit that the purchase and sale 
agreement which you entered into with the seller was specifically stated that your purchase of the 
property was contingent upon an inspection of the subject real prope1ty. 
RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 4: Admitted. Michael Horn 
conducted the thorough inspection with Lou Caravella, assuring Caravella that the work in place 
was of the highest quality and met all building code standards and requirements. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 5: Please admit that purchase and sale agreement 
provided a specific time period for which you were to inspect the premises before your purchase 
and acquisition of the property. 
RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADM1SSION NO. 5: Admitted. See responses to 
Requests 3 and 4, above. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 6: Please admit that prior to the conclusion of the 
inspection period, provided for in the purchase and sale agreement and prior to closing, you did 
not notify the seller of any defects or any objections regarding the construction of the home and 
its current status. 
RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADM1SSION NO. 6: Admitted. Michael Horn 
advised that there were no defects in the construction or any objectionable aspects of the 
construction, only that some structural supports were needed, which had not yet been installed. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 7: Please admit that you paid the entire purchase 
price to the seller, Rick Meyers, after the contractual inspection period had expired. 
RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 7: Admitted. 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND EOR THE COUNTY OF TETON 
FRONTIER DEVELOPMENT GROUP, 
LLC 
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vs. 
LOUIS CARA VELLA and PA TRICIA 
CARAVELLA, 
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LOUIS CARA VELLA and PA TRICIA 
CARAVELLA, 
Counterclaimants, 
v. 
FRONTIER DEVELOPMENT GROUP, 
LLC, and MICHAEL HORN, 
Counterdefendants. 
SCAN\\.lED 
Case No. CV-09-068 
DEFENDANTS I 
COUNTERCLAIMANTSRESPONSES 
TO PLAINTIFFS' SECOND SET OF 
DISCOVERY REQUESTS 
EXHIBIT 
I D 
YELLOWSTONE DO IT CENTER, LLC 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
LOUIS CARA VELLA and PA TRICIA 
CARAVELLA, 
Defendants. 
Defendants I Counterclaimants Louis and Patricia Caravella (the "Caravellas") by and 
through their counsel of record, Racine Olson Nye Budge & Bailey, Chtd. hereby answers and 
responds to Plaintiffs First Set of Discovery Requests as fo Hows: 
GENERAL AND CONTINUING OBJECTIONS 
Defendants I Counterclaimants objects to Plaintiffs Discovery requests to the extent they 
seek discovery of information of documents beyond the scope of discovery as set forth in Rule 26 
of the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure. Defendants I Counterclaimants further objects to 
Plaintiff's Discovery Requests, which call for discovery of information or documents protected 
by the attorney-client privilege and/or the attorney work-product doctrine. Further, Defendants I 
Counterclaimants objects to Plaintiff's Discovery Requests and Preliminary Statement which are 
overly broad and all inclusive so as to be burdensome. See 8A, Wright and Miller, Federal 
Practice and Procedure § 2174, and case law set forth therein including Flower Mills of Am., 
Inc. v. Paise, 75 F.R.D. 676 (E.D. Ok. 1977); Nankof v. ARA Servs., Inc., 465 N.Y.S.2d 515 
(1983); and. Guidelines for Discovery, Motion Practice and Trial, 117 F.R.D. 273, 277 (1987). 
Defendants I Counterclaimants General and Continuing Objections are deemed to be made in 
addition to all responses and objections set forth herein. 
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INTERROGATORY NO. 10: Identify each and every company, corporation, LLC, 
DBA, or partnership you are a member, officer, shareholder, owner, manager or otherwise 
involved in from 2007 to present. Include the following: 
1. The name of the entity; 
2. Type of entity; 
3. Date of organization; 
4. Place of organization; 
5. Position or interest held in the entity. 
ANSWER TO INTERROGATORY NO. 10: Objection. Defendants Counterclaimants 
Object to Interrogatory No. 10 on the basis that it is not reasonable calculated to lead to the 
discovery of admissible evidence and does not bear on any of the matters at issue in this matter. 
INTERROGATORY N0.11: For each of the entities identified in Interrogatory No. 
10, state the gross and net income for each entity. 
ANSWER TO INTERROGATORY NO. 11: Objection. Defendant/ Counterclaimants 
Object to Interrogatory No. 10 on the basis that it is not reasonable calculated to lead to the 
discovery of admissible evidence and does not bear on any of the matters at issue in this matter. 
REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION 
REQUEST NO. 14: A full and complete copy of all state and federal tax returns for the 
years 2007, 2008 and 2009 for each entity identified in Interrogatory No. 10. 
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RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 14: Objection. Defendant/ Counterclaimants Object 
to Interrogatory No. 10 on the basis that it is not reasonable calculated to lead to the discovery of 
admissible evidence and does not bear on any of the matters at issue in this matter. 
REQUEST NO. 15: A full and complete copy of any and all statements for all checking, 
savings, and investment accounts held by the entities identified in Interrogatory No. 10, from 
January 2007 tlu·ough current. 
RESPONSE TO REQUEST N0.15: Objection. Defendant/ Counterclaimants Object 
to Interrogatory No. 10 on the basis that it is not reasonable calculated to lead to the discovery of 
admissible evidence and does not bear on any of the matters at issue in this matter. 
DATED this z;ydfy of February, 2010. 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that I served a copy of the following described pleading or 
document on the attorneys listed belo".tJJY hand delivering, by mailing or by facsimile, with the 
correct postage thereon, on this _u_ ~' of February, 2010. 
DOCUMENT SERVED: 
ATTORNEYS SERVED: 
Swafford Law Office, Chartered 
Ronald L. Swafford, Esq. 
525 Ninth Street 
Idaho Falls, ID. 83404 
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